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No. L. I shall be religiously careful never to be 


the f r mr<el wndad hat 
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ive 1 to do and @et as much good a Wie tion any pel on shal] be made a Piidotel 

world as he is able. And as circum- 1 it. Some of my brethren tell me, 
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fances now are, ! co ho KNOW any iat th y uiso have a rij it to imsist 1 p- 
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; ~~ : — p ; Dee “> - * . mareats ’ 

pable of being as serviceable to God, nd master has no where specifi d. In 

s useful to others, and as profitable to this case, I will say with St. Paul, “1 


myself; Lam therelore wiuing, if i may il be brought under the power of no 


} ’ } i ‘ — ! re” grey » ley ‘ , ” ¢ 
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harge of th ‘verul duties of this due to recligion without if. 
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t frius " ' une cj ro ray ‘ 
i trust. lé at any ume | ild go astray, of 
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i hope, that God will ever give me i any of my brethren should but suse 
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1 a value for the truth, as to search pect that J do,—if they will be pleased 
iter at umpartially and to conform to it not to publish their suspicions to the 
universally, as far as I know it. But world, but bring them directly to me, 
vnsideting how liable | am to error with their reason for them, I hope Cod 


nyself, and how apt frail man is to cail Willgiveme gracetor form upon the first 
error truth and tru:h error; | hepe conviction. But 1 they hould be mise 

{ will ever enable me to regulate taken, and [ should sce no reason to con- 
ind temper my zeal with humility, demn mysclf, 1 should 
ki wledge, moderation and charity. turn them my Christian thanks for 
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[ have been made so sensibla of the their godly jeslousy, and act afterwards, 


nevertheless, re- 


: dismal consequences of schisms, as I see reason. 
mosities and divisions among Chris- | fec] methinks, @ passionate inclina- 


thee 


less Lam dec ived, Le uld tion to cry out wiih Petcr, “ ‘Though 
down my life. to cure those all men should forsake thee, yet would 
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can only add ( and thou Lord knowest 
thy servant,) I hope, though “bonds 
and imprisonments” should “ abide me,” 
for the cause of Christ and the gospel; 
“none of these things should move 
me:'’ neither would “ T count my life 
dear,’’ so | “ may finish my cause with 
joy” and faithfulness, and the ministry 
1 am about to receive. 


No. I, 
Fatracts from Letters, 
To Mr. John Force*, 
Aswick, sth May, 1721. 
N. B. After an account of difficulties in 
his ministry, he concludes thus : 
Rut whatever changes I am yet to pass 
throuch, | know it cannot be long, and 


{ hope I shal! soon be above all the vi- 
I 

: | 1 . . . 2 h 

cissitudes of time and chance, whi 


happen to all men. I have not altoge- 
ther escaped my share in the hatred, 
‘ “e ~ ’ . ' 

nor have been uttcrly destitute of the 
ft ve of changeabk mich es t WwW hat Is 
t} love or hate to that of the un- 

ingeable God, sic whose I am, and 
| hope, I tuke no anx- 
ious thought for toemorrow ; but labour 
to do my duty, leaving futurity and 
events to him, who knows how to rule 
vem all, so that none of his shall be 


losers by them. And yet I have been 

L to put cases to myself, and erect 
imaginary scenes of trial from all quar- 
ters, and in all forms that I can think of, 
hot to terrify but to season and prepare 
my mind to bear them the better, if 
they st ! any of them be real; (Thave 


been so unecd to this’ that | am apt to 
sexy somewhat hke what /Eneas did to 


the Sybil 
. ——Non ulalaborum, 
O Virgo, : if s MOPNAVE sure 
a 
Omnia precepi, atque animo mecum 
te pere rt. 
Eneid, L. vi. %. 103. 
let x quick hear from you. 
Wiite me a long letter; for while Lam 


reading, ! am as it were with you. O! 
that we could live together! but I trust 
we shall in those soft realms, to which 
we haste, above, where all the springs 


are yoy, and all the mansion love. 


loa kinswoman, the wife of a minister, 

woh 35. 
Coleiord, rgth Feb, 1722. 

+ cannot but hope and believe, that 


. } : »} ‘ } ~ ' ” 
teu, Wi is the “icheth of our uays, 


on her recovery from 


‘unister at Bovey, near Exeter. 


of the Rev. Hubert Stogdon, 


will be so merciful to my good brother 
in this day of visitation and affliction, 
as to give back the wife of his bosom 
into his arms again ; as thanks be to his 
holy name, he has done to me. Since 
it Was necessary now more than ever, 
that we should be crucified to the 
world and dead to its enjoyments, in 
comparison of those spiritual joys, 
which must be the life of our renewed 
souls, and give the relish to all othg 
comforts ; ic may be, God saw it neces. 
sary for us, that we should be tried to 
the very extremity, before he interposed 
in mercy; and that weshould be brought 
to resign our dearest comforts, and to 
learn to enjoy them more as precarious 
and dependent streams of consolation, 
which the God of all consolation can in 
a moment dry up; and not as springs 
and fountains, which we are to expect 
ever to flow, as we are too apt to judge 
of all earthly enjoyments. I hope God 
has carried you by the borders of the 
valley of the shadow of death, that life 
may be the less esteemed and yet better 
enjoyed. For certainly we lose that 
comlort, which we might have in these 
inferior things, by our over-rating them. 
But when we are brought to resign them 
ali in our hearts, before they are ravish- 
ed from our arms, every day's possession 
will have a quicker relish and a purer 
onc too. For then we consider not only 
the aatrinsic valu Ys but we consider them 
as SO many tokens of love a'so from our 
heavenly Father. With this frame of 
spirit, and always seasoned with this 
view of each other, may you and my 
vry dear friend and brother live many 
years in “the light of God's counte- 
nance,” and the joys of his “ loving 
kindaess, which are better” than life! 
kor you **to live, may it be Christ,” 
and ** to die, unspeakable again.” Let 
us “live” here “by the faith of the Son 
of God,” and “ feel the po:ver of his 
resurrection,” and ascension “ in news 
ness of life,’ and mounting up after him 
in our desires and affections, be united 
to him in the bonds of ardent, consirail- 
ing lowe, and seated “ together with 
him in heavenly places,” i our close, 
frequent and exalted . ontemplation, ané 
feci every day the weights drop of rom 
our encumbered, and as yet too eartaly 
souls, which are but spirits m prise® 
and then whoever dies first of us, 
have inexpressibly the best of it. 
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No. IIL. 


Biographical Notices of some persons, whose 
names occur iA bhe } ? egoing Menmei rs. 

1. Rev. Francis Huserr, the ma- 
ternal grandfather of Mr. Srocpon, 
was a man of great piety and of won- 
derful patience under woridly Crosses 
and trials, of which he had a considera- 
ble share. He received his classical 
learning at Westminster school, and was 
afterwards a commoner of Baliol Col- 
lece in Oxford. His first settlement as 
a minister, was at Monkton and Bar- 
wick, villages in Wiltshire, one mile 
distant from each other; and he preach 
ed at one in the morning and the other 
in the afternoon. In 1662, he removed 
to Oxford. On the passing of the Five 
Mile Act, he went and settled at Witney, 
where he preached privately til! Charles’s 
indulgence, when he had a place licens- 
ed. He died 20th October, 1676, aged 
49. His ministry was suspended once 
only by an imprisonment of half a year, 
which he bore with great chearfulness. 
He had a right to an advowson of 1ool. 
per annum, which was left in the hands 
of a friend in special trust for him; but 
he not conforming, it was sold. H« 
was satisficd however, that God would 
provide for him and his, and he was not 
disappointed in his expectation, [n his 
last sickness, he told the physician, he 
sent for him, because he thought it his 
duty to use means; but not because he 
was fond of life, or fearful of death. 
“For” he said, “through grace I can 
say, it is no more to me to die, than to 
undress and go to bed.” Calamy’s 
Abridgment, vol. ii. p. 762. or, Palmer's 
* Nonconformist’s Memorial,’ vol. ii. 
Pp. 498. 

2 Sranpoen, Bownen, Bittinas- 
Ley. Little information can be obtain- 
ed concerning these gentlemen, by the 
writer of these pages. Mr. Standen 
was settled at Newbury; in the year 
1726, he conformed. Mr. Bowden was 
pastor for many years of a congregation 
at Frome. ‘There isin print a charge by 
him, delivered to Mr. afterwards Dr. 
Thomas Morgan, author of “ ‘The 
Moral Philosopher,” at his ordination 
it Frome, 6th Sept. 1 716: ‘To which 


is prefixed a sermon, on 2 Cor. iv. 1, 2. 


on the same occasion by Mr. Billings- 
icy. The name of this gentleman is 
revived, and will be transmitted through 
some years to come, by these Memoirs, 
4 the inend of free inquiry, and as the 
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patron of Dr. Foster and Mr. Stogdon, 
whose house afforded tothem, in the carly 
days of their ministry, an asylum, when 
religious imposition and rancour drove 
them from Ticsstin The sermon 
referred to breathes a candid and lib: ral 
spirit, and carries in it agreeable traits 
of a respectable character. 

* Let me’ says Mr. Billingsley, “ rae 
ther die than that 1 should, to serve any 
turn of life, or a party, misrepresent 
either the principles, or practices of any 
of my brethren or neighbours ; rather 
than ascribe such persuasions to them, 
as [ know they constantly disown; 
though they best know their own 
thoughts, and have as much right to be 
believed in the professions they make, 
as I have in mine.”’. “We must 
not decline what we think a necessary 
publication of a truth or duty; though 
by it we must condemn a former opini- 
on, Which we stiffly maintained; and 
give an evidence that we could be mista- 
ten. We must not decline it, because it 
will expo-e our follies and imperfections, 
I must not hide what I consider as im- 
portant truth, because it should disco- 
ver some hidden thing of dishonesty in 
me, lest it should cross my interest or a 
desirn which | have on foot, by putting 
my hearers on some duty or other, 
which is not very favourable to it. Ul 
walk in craftiness, and my design be for 
instance, to kindle or blow up the coals 
of contention, to boil up the rage of a 
party, to gratify my pride, ambition, 
covetousness, revenge, or any other 
foolish and hurtful luct: in that case I 
may perhaps, be afraid of so much as 
reading to my hearers the excellent ser- 
mon of our Lord on the mount, his 
last sermon and praycr, or indeed al- 
most any thing he ever said or did, that 
is left on record in the gospe]; the first 
Lpistle of John, particularly the 3d and 
4th chapters of it; or 1 Cor. xiii, or 
Kom. xiv. I may be loath, that such 
sounds as these, should ever reach their 
cars: God islove: He that dwelleth in 
love, dwelleth in God. Love your ene- 
Charity suffereth long and is 
kind. tle that hateth his brother is a 
murderer. Let every man be fully per- 
uaded in his own mind. Who art thou, 
that judzest thy brother? to his own 
master he standeth or falleth. Judve not 
that ye be not judged. Forbearing one 
another in jove. Sometimes onc part 
of God's word is suppressed, that peo- 

ie may not sce how much they have 
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be used in other parts of it. And 

’ > 
tho truths, whi h oTu on Ga 

, , 

corruptions, are kept dack for fe of 
displea ing But Wwe must not thi 
han ile the word of (re a ( ittully 
-~—----* A ray o! t QShada UC divided 


from the rest, no notice taken of the na- 


ture and design of the discourse te which 
it onged, and a foreign, perna} 
quite contt nse, shall | xed t 
' sound ot 1 An ob-cure 1 ’ 

. ; ] ] ‘ 
) i il, 4 I » SI i) 

’ > 

m cont al n oO U noi, 


m of v r: va) on a 
ble this h ¢ nded | it m 
the nai of G , 

scanty as i ] I Ogray oi a Atane 
cen, Bowd nd Billiny he repu- 
i ion of actit col \ \ it] the 
eimcrmt > ’ . + 
P! n ile of Protes L) : : » at 
taches to thei Inc in the auair ol 
Mr Stoedon’s or ion, from whem 
other had withheld the testiio- 
ny ot friendship and fellow hip, bee 


sherrihe ¢ } . 
O SUUSCTILOE Uv tic ar- 


couse he refu-ed 
ticles which they prescribed as a test of 
true faith, Mr. Billingsley found it 
proper to vindicate his own conduct, on 
this occasion, in an appendix te a dis 
course entitled ** Rational and Christian 
Principles the best rules of conduct.” 


uaa 


lo such as are acquainted with the his- 


tory of the Trinitarian controversy in 
his day, and with the manner in which 
} ! 
W conducted, there will appear iu 
coca, St he 
ad tile nave weci g ioted, a 
, Sfarce. th a o. 
' | “wm anGiorce, that do credit 
4 
to N bi cement and int 
‘ ty 
Armee re! i " epre. 
* . ~* 
< Memos that of ‘Nir. lon: 
Witrnerr of whon rc} nwho 
v his cot porary has left on re- 
: 
;, 
‘ : t ad was 2 Natc! i piiests 
S « . ' . 
. pr . a very worthy, 
leart mat Hie wa one of the mi- 
r errs ¢ +! t! ‘ ‘ , 


in . 

} ' ‘ } . , ‘ 
a Pe ti n, ‘| ] Ve th t ner, word 
and spirit to be one G d, h uld be ses 


up as a test of Orthodoxy, he offered 
his reasons AV AINSt If, IN a sper h Dre. 
pared for the purpose. ‘I 


i HIS reasons were: that to brine w 
y } 


such 2 test Was contrary to the good oid 


rule, alowed by all divines and lawyers, 
“That no mants bound toa cuse him- 
selfs)’ apy licable in hi OPINION, as pro 
perly to errors in judgment to crimes 
in practice: that the declaration was 1 
other than a discriminating te:t, wh 


ip . 
, 1A wmnark #¢h > wl j } Bom aml 
wouiGa mark those wno decitred it Wi 


infamy, and to require it was an im 
é ‘ 
fiingement of the common hkhbertics of 


mankind, an mquisition into men’s cone 


sciences, a ransackine of their minds and 


a piece of ecciesiastical tyranny: that 
| , 
would condemn the puritans for refusit 
- 7 } ! i 
and justify their adversal r imposing 


tne oatn exe effect Will! Wa romed 


DY thos » Who if t , i i mo reason 

had more authority to pport t 

requisition: and, that it would be ime 
‘ 

troductory to other imnov ns, open- 


il g the Way tor one t thi year and 
another the next, and giving a sanction 
to every man who could set up as the 
h al { ot a party, tom ka new creed 
Mr. Withers objected also to the pre 
posed declaration in itself, as the ¢x- 
pression was not to be found in the an- 
erent creeds, whi h owncd tn Fat 
and Sop to be one in nature, but ¢ 


, _ | 
ed ¢ uing them one God: that the 


wotorious heretics Paulus Samosatenus 
Pat iarch of Antioch, and would coun- 
tenance those who embraced the Sabel- 
lian notion *. 

Mr. Withers, at a subsequent assem- 
bly of manisters, was called upon to de- 
liver his ideas on the doctrine of the 
l'rinity, and he declared himself in his 
own werds.s When Mr. Peirce and 
Nir. Joseph Hallet, Jun were, on the 


ground of their suppo ed Armiuism, 
ejected from their pa tora! conmmectiOns, 


Withers was at first implicated m 
th am entence of exclusion: but ai- 


, . Le hee 
terward: he was received again by ™ 


and pen of Vir. Withers were Ge 
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voted. He expressed his zeal and in- 


\ 
s heae 
cerest in the affairs of the nation bya 
enon, entitled, “The Perjury and 


Folly of the late Rebellion,” preached 
it Exon, June 7, 1716; and by another 
delivered March 1, 1720, on “the 
Pestilence abroad and the prosperity of 
our affairs at home.” A Charge 21Ist 
August, 1722, at the ordination of 
Mr. Micajah Towgood, appeared also 
from the press. He was likewise the 
author of the following ‘Tracts in t! 
cause of liberty. [. The Whigs vind- 
cated; the Objections coms only brought 
against them answered; and the present 
ministry prove d to he t! ‘ hest Iricl 
the monarchy, the lastin.; peace and t 
rea! welfare of England: in a letter to a 
friend. N.B. This Tract reached to an 
leventh edition. It was favourable to 
the views of the powers that were. 
Il. Remarks on Dr. Wailker’s late Pre- 
ace to his Attempt, &c. Wherein the 
Whigs and Wissenters are vindicated 
fiom the many aspersions cast upon them 
inthe said Preface. ‘There was a second 
edition of this piece. I. The History 
esistance, as practised by the church 
ngiand. In which it is proved from 
the most authentic records, that in every 
ragn, since the reformation of religion, 
he said church hath aided and assisted, 
istified and approved of such subjects 
as have defended themselves against the 
oppressions of their tyrannical though 
atural princes. Writtcn in defence of 
the late revolution, the present esta- 
blishment and the Protestant succession. 
the year 1715, there appeared a se- 
nth edition of this tract. IV. A vine 
gication of the Dis-enters from the 
harge of rebellion, and being the au- 
thors of our civil wars: proving from 
the most authentic historians, 1. ‘That 
> unhappy war between king Charles I. 


. aa ‘ werent 
L his parliament began principally 
upon a civil and military, not a :eligious 

ount. 2. That the most eminent jead- 


ho first engaged in the parlia- 


ot t 
ot J 


ing men, ¥ 


, 


ment quarrel, were C Vormisis, and met 

' episcopal principles. 3. ‘hat the 

ylertons di loppor that king s mure 

tr. ind 4. ‘| hat they did contribute 
+} . ° 


> t good offices towards the restora- 
ton of king Charles Hl. Thi piece was 


“ 
‘eyMan in the city of Exeter, who 
ae Beoon® . : 1 
(AN% DUSINESS it was to represent the 


r r } a] — . 
st published in 1740, as a preservative 
’ o} . ’ + 
al the virulent sugeestions of a 


* Manning's Life 


¢ 





the Rev. Hubert Stogdon, 25) 


_ > . ? 1 
I enters as implacable enemrves to moe 
parchy and the church. tn 17129, there 


‘ : 
Waracatu In London, for a second lill- 


pre ion of it. Mr. Withers hkewise, 
m vindication of the Dissenters, was en- 
gaged in a controversy, which ran 
throveh several pamphlets, with Mr 
\wate, a cler yman ol the city of bk xe- 
A list like this of publications, that 
hav ‘ been long sue ( hsolete, nay ap- 
pear to some dry and uninteresting. 
But it has its vses: it shows how tin 
n have been 
employed; which is of service to as- 
ain im a degree, the turn of his mind 
nd his character. It is a register of the 
questions, that have been formerly dis- 

as the state of things or rising 
CN have upita ed the passions, OF 
stumulated the intellectual powers ot 
men. And it contributes to form and 


tajents and time o! a } 


complete the literary history of past 


‘the writer of this regrets, that he has 
not materials to furnish a more full bio- 
graphy ot Mr. Withers; and that it had 
not occurred to his friend Mr. Manning, 
when he gave the public a sketch of the 
life and writings of Mr. Micajah Tow- 
eood, that it would have added to the 

erest and importance of his work, 
had he availed himsclf of the opportu- 
nity to have paid a biographical tibute 
of respect to the memory of such men, 

Mr. Withers, Mr. Stephen Towgood 

i Mr. Merivale, who had been con- 

d with the subject of his sketch. 
No. IV 
rian ¢ troversy and Ewectcr Ase 
= sembly, 

Frequent reference has been made in 
the pi g pay Drinitarian 
Controversy and the Exeter Assembly. 
[| association constiati g of the minis- 
ters of the counties of Devon and Corn- 
wall we are told “* was tormed in 1656, 


1 . | 
ceaing ‘aves to the 


for the purpo ¢ of brotherly counsel and 
: without pretending to exercise 

y church censures, but only to assist, 
adv nd encourage each other in pro- 
pagatiig t ith and holiness. *”’ lf this 


sepresentation be correct, and a was not 
‘ ily a part of the Pre sbyterian 
hierarchy established in LEneland, in the 
time of the republic, and armed with 

of the state, it rossly deviat- 


int «6AtS first ULdssunlng fri naly 
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‘Trinitarian contro- 
ovned indeed, that 
testimonials of candi- 
try and appointed or- 
s I conceive, arro- 


design, when the 
versy ATOs 
tt examined the 
dates dor the mu 
duiners*®. This w 
yating to themse ves power and autho- 
hich, if innocently used at first, 
us after-times and for a succession of 

was much abused. At the as 
cetnbhy in 1718, it was put to the vote, 
“Whether the members of it shouid 
laration in that assembly, 


recov, W 


touke any dk 


concerning the errors relatic to the 
doctrine of the hely ‘Tiimity!" ‘This 
wa. resolved in the affirmative Som 


ecd, who were against 


ne matters by 


ol the mimat 


, ’ , ‘ 
ertcrnuni 


1p ree 4 
‘ authority, thought the making of a 
declaration neither necessary nor expe- 
‘ if, d des ed tl it theexp Lency ol 
ce mught be calm!y and fatrly debated, 
as they had several reason. to offer azainst 

. But it happened then, as it come 
ron h Ere u h meetings: ior 
iongh th rucdicious members strue- 


fled hard to obtain this point, which 
hey observed, was not ony reasonable 


} . 1} ’ ._ oo 1 ’ 
but a@reeabie to thelr metaAod 


cli, 
of pf \ uIng in all the ir iormcr ssclii- 
dies, yet they were borne down by 
: ; 
7 anat L] could not by 
. } 
4 CW MNP ty, ¢ al iCay to ol- 
cir 7 4 th ir proposais were 
ed and their voices d owned. oome 
er them were rudciy inte rruy ted. others 
dected on and menaced. Finding 

: : | 

therctore that thev cou ad not i allowed 
much ; ) propose their reasons for 
uch a declaration, they ree 
3 ‘* ‘a? > Vv ol yj’? : " e 
trutv i irre ir pl ec ang i }] 
rainst ¢t Da | W wucs 


ahich some had used to obtain a 

rity and to compass their ends + 

ln a subsequent assembly, May 5, 

] , 

the controversy and attempts 
i 

+} . 


to carry their impesitions, were kept up 
fr a successi7en of Voars, by these di- 
t f rticle of the church of 
Fz ind, either asa mor xplic tavowal 
ef their sentiments, or as deriving weivht 
‘a the t tre its iM inp the degmia 

, oat licl “De 
c nd estadished rehgion, 
was adopted as a declaration of their 
f,ith concer the doctrine of the ‘T'ri- 


asy, and to avoid the charge iD 
ne charge ol havi 


* wv, ’ ; 

lai v's Life of lowgood, p. 
‘| ‘ Weer Inquisition,” p 
> Account of what was transacted in 
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departed from the commonly received 
faith. But these gentlemen, not satisfied 
with making a declaration, as 
it was called, of their own faith, passed 
also a resolution, * That they could not 
in conscience give their approbation of 
any person’s being admitted to preach as 
a candidate, or to be ordained or re. 
commended by them to any congreza- 
tion, unless he professed his assent to the 
above article, or to the answers of the 
fifth and sixth questions of the Assem- 
bly’s Shorter Catechism.” 

It is to be observed, that when at the 
assembly in 1718, the moderator and se- 
veral others desired that this question, 
viz. “Shall a declaration in words of 
scripture be accepted as orthodox,” 
should be put to the vote, it could by 
C CONS: 


voluntary 


no means be obtained§. ‘11 
quences of these symodical proccedin 
and of the feuds created at Exeter in 
particular, by setting up an inquisition 
intu the faith of particular mumusters, 
were lamentable divi.ions and anmos- 
ties excited through the country, by 
emissaiies sent either to ims:auute suse 
picions of the orthodoxy of munssters, 
or to spread aspersions of their charac- 
ter. For many years a claim to judge 
and determine of the qualifications o! 
candidates for the ministry, by the alore» 
said test, was asserted and maintained ; 
but the force of the resolution of 1739, 
appears to have gradually died away, 
till an attempt to revive the efhciency 
of it at the assembly in May 1753, fail 
ing, this assumed authority has never 
reared its head again. 
‘The question then put was 


‘© Whether the assembly shall recom- 
mend any candidate to ordination, who 
will not declare his faith in the deity ot 
the Son and Holy Ghost ?’* And it was 
debated, whether the above qucstio® 
should be put or not? 


Yes, said Mr. Waldron, Excter. 
Mr. Giles, 
Mr. Lavington, Exeter. 
Nir. Pitts, Topsham. 
Mr. Orchard, Chudleigh. 
Mr. Weeler, Axmunster. _ 
Mr. Waldron, Jun. Barnstopie- 
Mr. Walters, 
Mr. Baller, Barnstaple. 


Q- 


the assembly of the united ministers of 


Devon and Cort wail, bx n, May 5 and 6, i719. 


rearces “ Western [nquisitios 
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No, Mr. Towgood, Exeter. 
Mr. Merivale, Tavistock. 
Mr. Follet, 
Mr. John Kiddel, Tiverton; yet 
living, at Hackney. 
Mr. Reynell, Totness. 
Mr. llarris, Luppit, near Honiton*. 
Mr. Adams, Dartmouth 
Mr. Short, near Barnstaple. 
Mr. Rutter, Honiton. 
Mr. Benj. Kiddel, Sidmouth, 
Mr. Wreyford, 
Mr. Bartlett, Sidbury. 


Vatts’s to Mr. Stogdon. 


No, Mr. Fabian, Newron Bushell. 
Mr. Castle, Oakhampton. 
Suspenders, Mr. Hancock, Limston. 

Mr. Charler ¢, 
Mr. Wills, Ilfracomb. 

N. B. The above question and names 
except with the addition of the places, 
where the gentlemen ministered, were 
handed lately to me by my much esteem- 
ed iriend, the Rev. Joseph Bretland, o% 
kxeter. 

27th. Oct. 1808. j. T. 


—— oe = 





MISCELLANEOUS (¢ 


'OMMUNICATIONS. 


ORIGINAL LETTER OF DR. WATIs 5 TO MR. STCUDON 


or 


Tu the Editor of th 


S1it, 

On readive the Memoirs ot 
Mr. Stogdon = in your two last 
numbers, I recollected that [ had 
In my possession the copy of a 
letter written to that gentleman, 
by the celebrated Dr. Watts, in 
consequence of receiving from 
hina Ms. relating to the doc. 
ine of the ‘Trinity. As your 
readers may be graufied by the 
perusal of it, J send it to you to 
be inserted in your neat number, 
by way of supplement to the Me- 
mors. Of its authenticity you 
Indeed the im. 
ternal evidence will be satisfac. 


need not doubt. 


cory to such as aie acquatuted 
with the doctor’s sentiments and 
spirit. I am your’ 


. 


me fe 


SIR, 

I take it asa piece of peculiar respect, 
that you should make a present to m 
of your letter in manuscript, and deny 
yourself the satisfaction of your desigued 
publication: and that merely upon the 


* Afterwards Dr. Harris, the author of 
ten with great impartiality and judgment 


t Ths uame is perhaps a mistake, for 


light notice given you by my bookseller, 
of some further dissertatrons which $ 
design to publish on the doctrine of the 
Trinity. If you think I have delayed 
too long to make my acknowledgements 
to you, yet | am persuaded you'll ima- 
gine it a sufficient excuse when I tell 
you, that the day before | reccived your 
manuscript, { had a large pamphlet put 
into my hands in answer to my little 
book of the Trinity, which was pubiish- 
ed three days after, and which you may 
casily suppose has busied my though 
and employed the few hours of healih 
which I enjoy. 

I thankfully receive sir, the great 
candour and respect with which you: 
ep'stle treats me, and make this free 
confes ion to you, that the greatest part 
of your manuscript speaks much of my 
sense and thought concerning the doc- 
trinc of charity, and if those arguments 
had been- publi hye d aol to the world, 
and concluded with that most solemn 


nd pious account of your friend in thx 


three last pages, w irhout any re ard to 
yt } 7 | " mMscoure ; : ? 
my D } i Vv i J assure yt u il, you 
shou'd ! f 1 no answer froin me, 
for | if I canné@t rcfute them 
| Thi iif ! 9 te'l you that thcre is 
mn tl paragraph ol yours, 
viz.) “Ja short you secm to me to 
veral valuable historical worke, writ 


* 


Mr Charly: f me el int 
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ha lv » offend the « party as 
: ' 
litt vuld possibly ousist with 
pica tla ot cr, nd | pile ) t 
co! I between boti t] ougl yi‘ 

u r say ¢ ssly that your no 
tion of the irumty i nec iry to Sal- 
vatiol . Vet you cony you ha- 
rity with such a secret A nd, & 

I ily r, | thenk this is but 1 ob- 
servance of the ru 4 the grea 105- 
t 1 Lor x 22 ; (; ne atienc 
newt tothe Jews nor to the Gentiles, 
nor t church of God; neither to 
t! z ss Athanasians, nor te tl 

Arians, nov t pious Christians of a 
party \ itsocver \ het ar TIC 
sca I vinercin t! t iV of th - 
t! Kot Liv. 22 hia 
‘ / 4 ij j ( 4 SO 

I us also wh " 
t | advice is as proper, fa hae 
, yself Defore Ge Lut I 
hope th casous are growing to an end. 

Surely sir, <now so well the pre- 


t per « y Unristians, th 
is NCC ry i ny man, that would at- 
tempt to enl their charity, that h 
$ ld make it appear first that he him- 
self is sound in ti faith, rding t» 
t) rj t t] 4 bili th is 
done, whatever ! | say uponthe prin- 
ci} nd will be vain and 
sig ficart I ine t th 
author hath i 4 mse 
and tl ) I ‘ 4 
lam we 1 i c 
that tr dy al i 
to ot | rd C} i 
gpirit ny of , 7 
Wisilly t \ 
s h ! j c 4 4 
afew pia | , and set what td 
istruth in ¢ vindng ght, 
though | am doubtful the con ’ 
schemes of lication. And I th 
it enough in that bool 
principles and foundat ms « , 
without drawing out the inf ( t 
large. The 247th p of : yk ex- 


presse: the in entiments ehy 1! 
zist and a2! i pr Positions, even though 
your notions of Mmmunion in er with 


godhead Ma) not arise so! ril 2s THN! 


? 


will forgive what | myself dor 
prove, aad wiih understand those wor 
im a& sehec 
had when | w: 
sacw 


mo More severe than what [ 
em, which | 
} 


MLAMCULAt Cy, 


7) 
If t have in any express! be raved 


an uncharitable episit. I hove the we ld 


hal 


And as | hope | 






* 


j ’ 
( O2UMONn, 


abled to do something im 
that book towards the establishment of 
the truth, so if I can find that the 
ld wall bear it, 1 trust God will ena- 
bie me co do some further service in the 
propagation of charity in due time | 
have some dissertations of that kind by 
me at present, but I would willingly de- 
lay and manage my publication of them 
in such a mauner that they might have 
the best influence upon those pious souls 
charity 1s narrow. And ] 
pray God to direct and guide my thoughts 
and determinations for this purpose. In 
the pursuit of this design :f I should 
ever have eccasion to cite some pages 
of yours hereafter, as received in a pri- 
vate letter fiom an unknown hand, | 
sade myself that you will be pleas 
ed to see it used in so happy a design: 
but I can determine nothing yet. 

And now sir, I have spoken my s¢en- 
timents of charity with so much free- 
dom, give me ‘eave also to add, that it 
our Lord Jesus Christ be the true God, 
or has the fulness of the godhead dwell- 
ing bodily in him, so as to make one 
complex person or principle of action 
and passion, as I verily believe he has, 
then I do not think it a matter of small 
importance whether we believe his god 
‘Though my charity can ex- 
tend itself towards persons who are ho- 
nest, humble and sincere in their search, 
ind pray earnestly for divine assistan e, 
even to such persons as you describe in 

send of your letter, yet ! think they 

ght to have a most solemn awe upon 
own spirits, lest th 

that glorious person from 

with the Father in 
whom so many ages of Christians h 
believed to be truely one with Gi 1, ace 
rding to his own expression, / ane the 
And in my opinion the 
slory of his mediation, the al -suffici- 
ence of his atonement, the Almighty 
prevalence of his intercession, his pow 
er to send the holy spirit, and to gover 
the known and unkne wn worlds depend 
upon his divinity, or the union of the 
man Jesus to the eternal godhead, cot 
tuting one person or one complex pri 
cip ¢ of action, erciore, 


W 0 


whose too 


per 
. 


head or no. 


} - 
y should de- 
his one- 
truc ut ihe 


ave 


y ‘ 
4 ‘el? af ONC. 


‘ 


it awakens there 
a sort of relivious horror, when 
person: seem to take pleasure in a com 
temptuous debasing of the chi: 
our blessed Lord, and roundly assrt 
that Christ is but a mere creature, ; 
that he is called God only for the sam 
reason that angels of magistrates are 


vy? 
sie 


ou 
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reps i od va eet é 
Sa ee + 


called gods, or as the devil himself is 
called the god of this world. I wish 
these things were laid to heart by all 
who profess sober and pious enquiries 
into the truth. I own sir I find nothing 
like this sort of |anguage in your letter. 

But there are two or three things in 
your epistle which I particularly take 
occasion to remark, partly to declare 
my agreement with you, and partly to 
shew my different thoughts. 

You observe sir, that I use the words 
necessary bonours, and due honours, paid to 
the Son and Spirit in such a cautious 
manner, as though I did not mean them 
explicative of each the other, but ina 
different sense, P. 245 and246. Indeed 
sir, you are pericctly in the right, for I 
cannot call all those honours which are 
due to our Lord Jesus Christ, as he has 
communion in the divine neture, to be 
necessary to our salvation, and it is ob- 
vious enough te every thoughtful reader. 

You observe again sir, and you own 
that you are a little warm there, that | 
levelled that text 2 Per. ii, 1. against my 
brethren, which my conscience tells me 
does not belong to them, (viz.) damnable 
beresies denying the Lord that bought them. 
And you say that it stands in my book, 
temptingly offering itself to that un- 
righteous service. Now sir, I dare free- 
ly confess that I do not believe that 
scripture particularly refers to those that 
deny the godhead of Christ, but proba- 
bly to those who deny him as a holy 
f£evernor of his people, or at least in ge- 
neral to those that deny him in any of 
those powers, properties, offices, or cha- 
racters, the belief of which is necessary 
to salvation, and | wish upon second 
thoughts that I had so explained it 

But however without such a para- 
phrase, I think I have not given such 
just reason as you suppose, to apply it 
directly and peculiarly to those that de- 
ny the deity of Christ; for when the 

part of my book is spent in proving 

the deity of Christ and the spirit, the 
second part of my book in proving their 
personality, and the third or last part in 
proving their several offices and sialon 
u which they stand to us; and upon a 
recapitulation [ make this conclusion, 
that there are such things as damnable 
whe when persons deny the Lord 
at bought them; this should with 
much more justice be referred to the de- 
nial of all or any of the preceeding pro- 
Perties, characters or offices of Christ, 
the belief of which is necessary to salva- 

You. av. a 
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tion, and not merely confined to the 
doctrine ef his deity 

You ask me sir, how we shall know 
a seeming contradiction from a real one. 
I reply that by a seeming contradiction I 
mean that which at first sight appears so, 
butafter ducinspection andenquirycannot 
be plainly and clearly proved to be a con- 
tradiction. And whatever you may ima- 
gine, concerning some of the known 
and common schemes of explication of 
the doctrine of the Trinity, (which yet 
I can by no means give up,) yet I in- 
treat you to believe that there is or may 
be some uncommon or unknown scheme 
of explication which may not be a con- 
tradiction; and [ cannot part with this 
doctrine, which seems to me so plainly 
revealed in scripture, till the doctrine 
itself be either directly disproved from 
the word of God, or till all possible 
schemes of explication, (both known 
and unknown,) are either actually re- 
futed or precluded. 

1 further add, that if ever my book 
of the Trinity should live to another 
edition, I should make you sensibie that 
I lie ever open to conviction, and should 
make some corrections, for which you 
and others have given me proper hints 
and just occasion, and for which | return 
my acknowledgements. 

Yo conclude sir, the civility and rea- 
soning of your letter deserves a larger 
and better answer than my want of 
health and many other necessary engage- 
ments will at present allow, and if be- 
sides all, the candour of your writing, 
you allow me to suppose that yourself 
are the person described in the three last 
pages of your epistle, my esteem and 
respect for you is doubled, That God 
would send (guide) you and me and every 
enquiring Christian into the firm be- 
lief of allinsportant truths, and the con- 
stant practice of holiness and love, 1 the 
hearty prayer of Sir, 

Your humble servant, 
August 4, 1722. I. W. 

P.S. 1 do not forbid a prudent com- 
munication of this letter, yet | intreat 
you would admit no copy of it, but trear 
tas il do your MSS. according to our 
Saviour’s rule, Matt. vii. 12. 

*,* It does not appear tha: Mr. Stog- 
don violated this injunction, but it 1s 
supposed that the original letter fell into 
the hands of his survivors among other 
papers, and that the above was a tran- 
script from it. The copics of some 
others are yet in being. K.1 
J 
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what he never taught; but as he 
plainly asserted what is incom- 
patible with the notion of original 
sin, that notion appears to come. 
mon sense as more than doubtful 
and suspicious, it appears to be 
a great error and corruption. 

In Opposition to my reasoning 
pon the gospels, | have been 
told, that Jesus was silent upon 
some points which bis apostles 
plainly taught atterwards. Though 
the manner in which this has 
been asserted scems to degrade 
Christ, and represent him as an 
imperfect preacher of the gospel 
in comparison of bis apostles, 
which Is a manifest Inconsistency, 
tor they received all their informa. 
tion from him, I have been led 
caretully to examine the Acts of 
the apostles, to see whether they, 
alter the exaltation of their Lord, 
taught this supposed fundamental 
ot religion, original sin; and [ 
find they were as silent upon the 
subject as he had been before 
them, Throughout the book of 
Acts, the sin of Adam is never 
mentioned, nor is the least hint 
dropped about the natural depra- 
vity of man, or his being born 
sinful and incapable ot doing the 
will of God; on the contrary, 
the Apostles charged the sins of 
both Jews and Gentiles upon 
them, as originating with them- 
selves, without ever referring to 
a corrupt nature derived trom 
Adam, as the source of all their 
crimes. Common sense can dis. 
cover nothing in the Acts which 
gives the least countenance to the 
doctrine of orginal sin: the ad. 
dresses of the Apostles to both 
Jews and Gentiles, as recorded 
there, evict ntly proces d on a 

binary principle, 


Often have I heard preachers 
insisting on the necessity of con. 
version and the new birth, on 
account of the corrupt, depraved 
state in which all are born: and 
they have talked as if they thought 
that had man been born pure his 
own conducg would not have ren- 
dered his conversion necessary; 
for the corruption ot nature has 
been their favourite topic when 
urging upon sinners that they 
must be converted and born again, 
On this conduct of some popular 
preachers common sense has sug. 
gested, that they talked as if men’s 
conversion was made necessary 
by what they could not help, 
not by their own improper con- 
duct, and as if God, by a con- 
stitution of things which he bad 
fixed, had caused them to be 
made as individuals in so bada 
state, that it was rendered impos. 
sible they should be morally good 
until he had new made them. II 
the views of such men were Just, 
common sense would be unable 
to account for the conduct of Je. 
sus and his Apostles; as he and 
they, when speaking of the new 
birth, conversion, &c. made not 
the least reterence to Adam’s sin, 
nor dropped the least hint respect 
ing the supposed natural corrup- 
tion of mankind. 

I find but one writer in the 
New Testament, who makes any 
mention of Adam’s sin; that w+ 
ter is Paul; and he mentions! 
incidentally, to illustrate other 
subjects ; not as a doctrine which 
he was commissioned to teach, 
or as making any part of the 
Christian doctrine; but as a thing 
understood among the Jews, and 
which served to elucidate what he 
was writing. ‘The passages os 




















































which Paul refers to the sin of 
Adam are the following: 

Rom. v. 12 19. Of which 
passage ComMON sense dictates 
the following to be the meaning. 
Adam was the first sinner; death 
commenced with him; from hin 
it passed to his posterity, buman 
nature having ever since been 
mortal; all men are placed under 
the sentence of condemnation 
pronounced on the first man, 1. ¢. 
dust thou art, and unto dust thou 
shalt return, ‘Thése things Paul 
brings forward to illustrate the 
deliverance brought to the world 
by Jesus Christ. In saying, By 
one man's disobedience many were 
made sinners, he uses a figurative 
style, which common sense can 
discover in his writings and fully 
discern in the passage, and only 
means, by their connexion with 
Adam they were subjected to 
death, the wages of sin. He does 
not say that sin passed as more 
tality does, from one man upon 
all men, nor that by one man’s 
disobedience many were made 
sinful, or had a sinful nature 
communicated to them; though 
this is what the doctrine of ori- 
ginal sin requires he should have 
said. Common sense ‘must ever 
revolt at the idea of any person’s 
being made literally a sinner by 
any disobedience but his own; fi- 
guratively he may, 1. ¢. he may 
be adjudged to suflerings; and 
that for wise and beveficent pur- 
poses. 

1 Cor. xv. 21, 22. In this 
place the apostle simply mentions 
death coming by Adam, to illus- 
trate what he was stating of the 
communication of life by Jesus 
Christ. —1 ‘Tim. ii. 14. Here he 
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simply states that not the man 
but the woman was deceived and 
first in the transgression. ‘These 
are all the places in the New Tes. 
tament, where even an allusion 
is made to the sin ot Adam and 
its effects, 

The following are the decisions 
of common sense arising from an 
examination of the New Testa. 
ment on the dvctrine of originai 
sin. 

1. Neither Jesus Christ, nor 
his Apostles taught this doctrine ; 
therefore itis no doctrine of Chris. 
hanity. 

2. As neither Jesus nor his 
Apostles taught it, its being con. 
trary to reason, and all our na. 
tural ideas of justice, is sufficient 
to authorize its rejection, 

3. As itis incompatible with 
what Jesus and his Apostles 
taught, it must be false and erro. 
neous. 

4. As only one passage in 
Paul's writings states the eflects of 
Adam’s sin, and the style of that 
is manifestly figurative, it must 
be highly absurd to attempt to 
build upon that a doctrine con- 
trary to reason and the general 
tenor of scripture, especially as 
the passage will easily bear a dif. 
ferent construction. 

5. As Paul brings forward 
what he says about the sin of 
Adam merely to illustrate other 
subjects, he miglit do it, as quet- 
ing the general opimon of the 
Jews on the subject, without giv. 
ing an absolute sanction to that 
opinion. 

One more Letter shall cenclude 
what ] have to say on this subject, 

I remain, your’s, &c. 
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appendix to their small edition, 
which shall contain all the notes 
that are given in the large ones; 
and when they publish a second 
edition of the Version, to correct 
all these passages which convey 


wrong views of scripture doctrine, 


or at least to add the notes in fuli 
in their proper places?” To this 
request [ agreed, and thought I 
could not do better than to write 
an account of these conversations 
with my two neighbours, [ think 
it scarce worth while to find fault 
about Phat and Who and Which, 
or even about (what seems to me 
a breach of crammar) the question 
*§ Who say ye that lam.’? That 
doctrines, which Unitarians must 
believe to be errors, are counte. 
vanced and supported, and even 
-pread farther and wider, by a 
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Unitarian Version, 1s a great and 
very mischievous evil. If you, 
sirs, can see the matter in this 
light, you will inake haste to re- 
inedy it. Do but consider that 
the edition which contains the 
errors, but does not in general 
afford what might correct them, 
is the very edition which will be 
read the most; and you will I 
hope, feel the necessity of tur. 
nishing us Unitarians of the lower 
class with that assistance, which 
may enable us to r pel the inso- 
lent triumphs of our opponents, 
and may establish our own minds 
in the truth. The wish for this 
assistance is the carnest wish ot 
many others, besides it’s being 
that sirs, of 
Your very humble servant, 
A Country Schoolmaster, 


UNITARIANISM ADAPTED TO THE UNLEARBED. 





A minister 


company with an unlearned woe. 


happening to be in 


man, who had never heard Unie 
larian preaching, ner conversed 
wiih any Unitarian, nor read any 
Unitarian book but the Bibles on 
hearing ber dectire that she did 
wot beinve Christ to be God, 
asked her what bad on uced her 
fo disk eve a sentiment so gene. 


rally received: she rephied, that 


all the ministers she had talked 
with before had told her she must 
believe it, but that she read in 
the New ‘Testament that Christ 
prayed to God, and obeyed him: 
trom which she concluded that 
he could not bimself be God. 
This occurred in an obscure vil- 
lage in) Yorkshire, about two 
years since, M 
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MR. WYVILL’S INTENDED PETITION. 


oe __-.. 


lo the l (liior of the 


Soe, London, May 0. 
an Te vtelith <4 with W hic h you 
ce offered your valuable pages 


me Gis< 


inh ol th question, 


Monthly Repository. 


of the emancipation of Dissenters 
while it redounds to your credit, 
will J trust be productive ol last- 
ing benelit. 
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By al! parties the present times 
are described as high'y important, 
whether we regard the foreign re- 
lations, or internal situation of 
the British kingdom. At this 
instant, the attention of the French 
ruler appears to be engrossed by 
objects, that have diverted bim 
from his plan of invading this 
country; but if we may be al- 
lowed to anticipate future events 
by those that have passed, the 
tine is not far distant, ere he will 
again collect his forces on the 
shores of his empire, and renew 
those threats of invasion, the’ ef- 
fects of which must be fresh in 
the memory of every Englishman. 

By the existing laws of this 
country, a very large proportion 
of its inhabitants, is declared in- 
capable of bearing arms in its 
defence: men who are not inca. 
pacitated from a want of courage 
or talent, of zcal or loyalty, but 
for having avowed it as their opi- 
nion, that the civil magistrate 
bas not, nor ever had any right 
or power over the consciences of 
men. A cause of incapacity 
which none perhaps in the present 
day will be hardy enough te de. 
fend, or if any such should be 
found, these are the persons who 
Would be most loud and bitter in 
their invectives against every one, 
who inthe hour of danger, should 
be found to shelter himself behi 
those disqualifications which t! 
how refuse tu repeal, and to Wii. 
hold his assistance to repel the 
common ¢ nemy. 

But while we are regarding our 
Neighbours as political enemies, 
_ and preparing our best energies to 

meet them in the contest, should 
sich a Contest be unavoidable; 
het us not lorget to regard them 
&S Competitors in a cause in which 
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Britain has long been pre-emie 
nehtly triumphant. Can any one 
read that part of the address of 
the president of the United States 
of America, in which he congra- 
tulates his-countrymen on the 
beneficial result of those equal 
laws which admit every citizen 
to participate in all the privileges 
the community has to offer, can 
he, while lamenting the misera- 
ble state of political servitude, to 
which the French despot has ree 
duced his empire, contemplate 
that freedom of religious discuse 
sion and worship now admitted, 
so unusual under former systems 
vf French government; or can 
he view the havock that is making 
amidst all the former corrupt and 
superstitious governments and ¢se 
tablishments of Europe; from 
which the philosophic and reflects 
ing mind, anticipates the most 
joyous results to the cause of frees 
dom and humanity; and not feel 
himself animated in that cause, 
whose aim is to continue to this 
kingdom, the honourable fore. 
most post we have enjoyed, of 
encouraging the advance of learne 
ing and freedom, and of repelling 
the insidious attacks of superstie 
tion and slavery. 

The origin of our restrictive 
and penal jaws was in a period, 
most disgraceful in the British 
hstory; their evil influence was 

‘ost instantly experienced ; and 

ogh in the course of events, 
uweev may have tended to keep 
clive a spirit of inquiry, that ‘has 
fea .» the better knowledge of 
religious rights, no just argue 
men ‘hat they should not now 
be w’scinded, can be deduccd 
from this result, so little intended 
or expected by the tramers of 
them. Seeing that it is impoOssie 
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ble any longer to keep the records 
of Christianity from ien’s inqui- 
ries, or to fix legal boundaries to 
the incursions of learning, it is 
high time to destroy the disguste 
ing restrictions imposed by a pro. 
flizgate and tyrannical party, who 
consciows of the weakness of their 
elaims, to engross all civil and 
religious power and emolument, 
have endeavoured to make up by 
Jaw, what they wanted in point 
of right. Ii we curry our views 


to the accession of the house of 


Brunswick to the British throne, 
we shall find the claims of the 
Thissenters to be as strong as the 
¢laims of any party im the state; 
end a sense of the justice of these 
claims has been publicly acknow- 
ledged by many distinguished 
members of that house. The 
propricty and justice of our claims 
of emancipation, has been so of. 
ten and so ably stated by men, 
whose talents and integrity, have 
raised the body ot Dissenters to 
such proud eminence, that it 
would be most unne cessary and 
insulting to repeat them; but in 
some ot the late resolutions ot our 
Catholic brethren in Ireland, they 
have been so fore tbly Sct forth, 
that every one who bears the ho. 
nourable title, of advocate for 
the most extended religious liber. 
ty, will tind pleasure and profit 
im perusing them. 

li we ave agreed in our objects, 
we have but to consider the time 
and means most fit to prosecute 
them. Why I think the present 
times most tavourable, I briefly 
Stated In a letter you honored 
with a place in your last Reposi- 
tory. | should deem it very de- 
sirable, that the application to 
parliament, or to the king, should 
be recommend d by the body of 

] 


di putics from the Prot stant J) 
senters; to which end, those so. 
creties Who are anxious for eman- 
cipation, should assemble to in. 
struct thie ir representatives, In 
the views and wishes they enter. 
tain; at the me eting of the dee 
puties which would be Consequent 
to those instructions, the various 
views entertained by different so. 
cleties would be discussed, ane 
one object animating the whole, we 
might hore such a result as would 
be compatible with the desires ot 
every society. A peution thus 
prepared, would receive the sv. 
nature ot those, who feeling the 
have an arm to defend, and a 
head and heart to govern thew 
country, are anxious for a ine 
and equal participation of danger 
and emolument. ‘fo those saci. 
tics who are distant from the me- 
tropolis, a plan of the intended 
petition might be sent, and as 
they would probably convene an 
carly meeting of their member, 
the wishes of the Dissenters 
through the whole country would 
soon be collected. But if so se- 
neral a measure is not to be effect 
ed, I would not for that cause, 
the whole should be abandoned, 
but that a meeting of such, as an 
friendly to equal laws and liber 
ties should be assembled, wher 
their claims would be stated " 
such a manner as the majorly 
approved. ' 
Let us not be deterred fromm the 
attempt, by the reports so indus 
triously spread, that we cann® 
at the present moment eniertaia 
any just hepes ot success, havo, 
to oppose determinations long 4° 
resolutely maintained in @ qU** 
ter, from whence if opps! 
arise, it wil) be fatal: for no ad 
insist, that these reports are pi 














bably fabrications of men inter- 
ested ia the contunuance of error 
and injustice, if we never make 
the ailempt, we are hever hkely 
ta succeed, and acquiescence Is 
often obtained by importunity 
which has been refused to the 
claims of justice. At all events 
it will have the beneficial tendene. 
cy to induce dissenting societucs 
to review their principles and their 
rights. 

But I entertain a very sanguine 
expectation from the lement and 
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beneficcnt spirit, exhibited through 
the whole reign of the present 
enlightened monarch of these 
hKinudoms, that he will give our 
demands his cordial support, and 
at the latter part of a lung reign, 


communicate the blessings of 


equal laws, to every denominae 
tion of his subjects, 
I am sir, 
Your's, &c. 
G. 





TWO ARGUMENTS AGAINST CALVINISM, 





To the Editor of the Monthly Repository. 


SiR, May 10, 1809. 
There ave two presumptive are 
guments against what is usually 


styled the Evangelical system of 


religion, that I do not recollect 
to have seen insisted on with the 
strength which they admit. 

One is the fact that when the 
apostles of Jesus Christ have oc. 
casion to speak of any existing or 
future corruption of their mas. 
tr’s doctrine, they represent it 
as Consisting bet in a reduction 
of articles of religious belief, 
but in additions to them, hot in 
maintaining and vindicating, but 
in destroying the simplicity of the 
gospel. See partic ularly, 1 Cor. 
W. 10, 11. and Coloss, ii. 

The remaining consideration 
to which I have adv erted, is likes 


wise, as far as I can judge, a 
inatter of fact—In all those se- 
minarics for the education of dise 
senting ministers in which no ree 
straints have been laid by sube 
scription or otherwise, upon i. 
guiry, the majority of the pupils 
have not embraced Calvinistic or 
Evangelical sentiments; a result 
for which I cannot account on 
the supposition that those opinions 
are taught in scripture. 

To the subjects of this come 
munication 1 am _ desirous of 
drawing the attention of your ine 
telligent readers, and particularly 
of those among them whose creed 
is what men term orthodox. 

] am sir, 
Your's, &c. 


N, 
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BIBLICAL CRITICISM. 





REMARKS RESPFCTING THE RENDERING OF IL COR. 1, 2 &e, 
IN THE IMPROVED VERSION, VIZ. * WHO ARE CALLED 
BY TUE NAME OF OUR LORD JESUS CHRipT,’ 


—ES 


The following remarks are 
principally designed as supple- 
mental to the statements in the 
Review of the I. V. (p. 220. 
cal. 2.) and are rm ferred toin the 
continuation of that article in the 
pres nt number. 

The expression translated in 
the Common Version, * who call 
upon the name of our Lord Jesus 
Christ,’ 1s by many considered as 
a direct proof, that the first 


Christians prayed to him; and if 


this were the fact, it may be 
thought to justify prayer to Christ 
in these days. Neither the com. 
mon rendering, nor the inference 
from it, is called for by the apus- 
the’s words. In endeavouring to 
prove this, as we have chictly in 
view the difficulues of those who 
cannot examine the original for 
themselves, we shall state the case 
with as much plainness as we can. 

The original words taken un- 
eonnectedly, admit of four rene 
derings;—1. Actively, *to all 
who call upon the name of our 
Lord Jesus Christ:°—2. Also 
actively, * to all who appeal to 
the name of our Lord Jesus 
Christ’ —3. Passively, -*to all 
who are called by [or according 
to] the name of. our Lord Jesus 
Christ :'—4. With the middle 
foree, Sto al! who call upon 
themselves, lor take upon them. 
selves,} the name of the Lord 
Jesus Christ.” The cause of the 
ambiguity is, that the present 
tense of the verb in question, may 


be either middle or passive: if 
middle, it requires the Ist. or 2d, 
or 4th. rendering; if passive, it 
requires the 3d. rendering, 

In faveur of the frst, it is to 
be observed, that- the verb in this 
doubttul form is gen rally used in 
the Greek translation of the O. T, 
in this sense; and perhaps always 
sO bn this connexion, ( with ‘the 
name of the Lord’ after it:) and 
that in the N. T. it is several 
times used in this sense, viz. 
Acts vi. 59. Rom. x. 12 
2Cor. i. 23. 2 Tim. i. 2 
1 Pet. & 17. 

‘The second is an unusual rene 
dering; but it is somewhat ate 
thorized by Acts xxv. LI. where 
Luke records the words of Paul, 
‘1 appeal to Cawesar:’ and it 
should be observed that Luke and 
Paul only use the phrase in quese 
tyon. 

In favour of the third rendete 
ing it may be urged, that the verb 
inthis doubiful form is used seve 
times in the writings of Luke with 
the passive force, (viz. Luke xxi. 
3. Actsx. 5, 18, 32, xi 13. 
xii, 12. xv. 22;) and once in the 
Epistle to the Hebrews, 1. 16: 
and that with the exception of 
Acts ii. 21. vii. 59. (and proba- 
bly) xxii. 16. Luke always uses 
the verb in this sense, or in the 
second. 

In favour of the fourth it may 
be said, that the language admits 
of it; but we are not aware that 
there is any scripturel evidence 




















for it, except Gen. iv. 26. where 
instead of * then began men to 
call upen the name of the Lord,’ 
the sense sooms to require the 
niarginal rendering of the English 
Version. viz. * to call themselves 
bl the name of the Lord.’ 

“On the whole then, the evi. 
dénce arising trons the scriptural 
use of the verb, rests principally 
with the Ist. and 3d. renderings; 
and as far as the customary use 
nieiely of precisely this phrase is 
concerned, the evidence decided- 
ly favours the first. We find ine 
deed several phrases very nearly 
resembling it, such as Gen. xlviul. 
16. ‘my name shall be called on 
them*;’?’ Deut. xxviii. 10. £ that 
the name of the Lord has been 
called on thee ;? 2 Chron. vil. 14. 
* upon whom my name Is called ;’ 
Is. xliii, 7. © as many as have been 
called by thy name,’ where the 
noun differs only in case from the 
jastances in question, and where 
the phrase, as in several other 
places in the O. T. denotes those 
who owned the authority of God: 
but no instance appears in the 
VU. T. in which precisely this form 
of expression is used in the sénse 
of the 3d rendering. 

When we come however to the 
point of fact the state of the case 
becomes different. If the first 
tendering be preferred in conse. 
quence of the use of the phrase 
in the Septuagint, then must 
also the meantng of the phrase in 
the Septuagint be employed, and 
X must be maintained that Luke 
and Paul speak of the Christians as 
those who call upon our Lord 
Jesus Christ as the object of reli- 
g'ous worship. Now unless the 
p-rase itselt (which all must ad- 


* We here and ia the other places literally render the Septuagizit. 
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mit to be fully capable of a dif 
ferent meaning,) prove the point, 
we have no ground to belleve that 
the first Christians did so. Seve. 
ral instances occur in which the 
disciple had sensible intercourse 
with his exalted Lord; others, 
in which praise and glory are ase 
cribed to him; and still more, in 
which devout wishes are «xpress- 
ed, that the blessings of which 
he was the Mediator, might be 
possessed by fellow-disciples: —~ 
but not one in which any supplica. 
tion is made to Jesus when not 
actually present; in other words, 
there is no instance in which pray- 
er was offered to Jesus. No Jew 
would do this without an express 
command ;-—the command (as well 
as example) of our Lord is di 
rectly contrary to it, (sce Matt. 
6, 9. John xvi. 23. xvii. 3)— 
and the N. T. history affords no 
fact to countenance the idea, that 
the tirst Christians did not follow 
their Lord’s precepts in this ree 
spect. [lence therefore the Ist. 
rendering, (in the common meane 
ing of it at least) though justice 
fied by the phraseology of the 
Septuagint, is not accordant with 
the matter of fact, and is theres 
fore inadmissible, if there be an 
other justifiable rendering which 
is accordant with the matter of 
fact. If Luke and Paul had 
believed Jesus to be the “very: 
and eternal God,” and if it had 
been customary for the Cliristians 
to call upon Jesus as the object of 
religious worship, then the com. 
mon rendering of the phrase with 
its usual interpretation would pro- 
bably be correct: but supposing 
neither of these to be the fact, 
that in short the faith which alone 
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is to be derived from Luke's writ- 
mys was the faith of the first 
Christians, then we must take 
either a different rendering, ora 
different meaning of the common 
one, 

The third rendering most ace 
cords with the style of Luke; 
and in his writings there can be 
httle hesitation therefore respect. 
ingit. If we take the instances 
in which he uses the phrase, in 
their connexion, thus making 
him bis own interpreter, we see 
abundant reason to suppose that 
he taeant by it, those who were 
called disciples tf Christ, (not, 
who were called Christians, be. 
cause it does not appear that the 
disciples were then called so.) 
Saul, full of persecuting rage 
‘against the disciples of the Lord,’ 
obtained letters trom the high 
priest, to the synagogues at Da- 
mascus that (ch. 1x. 2.) © if he 
found any of this way’ or religion, 
he might bring them bound to 
Jerusalem. Ananias, when Jesus 
1 @ vision, directed him to go 
and inquire for Saul, spoke of 
Paul’s conduct towards the ‘ saints 
1 Jerusalem,’ and added, (vs. 14.) 
‘and here be hath authority from 
the chief priest te bind all who 
are culled by thy name.” The 
first three expressions in italics 
at once appear to be synonimous; 
or at least explanatory of each 
other; and the last seems to re- 
quire the same import: but if we 
consider the phrase in question as 
siagnilying ‘all who pray to thee,’ 
to say the least it has nothing to 
do with the case. If Saul knew 
no more of the Christians, than 
we inust infer from the preceding 


chapters of the Acts, he could: 
not himself designate the Chris 
tlans as persons who prayed to 
+ hrist; nor could it (unle 8s the 
history is e xcessively defective) be 
their common designation at that 
Unie, since no mention is made 
of any one’s praying to Christ®, 
Ilence therefore, even if it could 
be admitted that a di: ciple > used 
the phrase with this meaning asa 
designation of Christians, we can. 
not suppose that the Jews of Da. 
mascus used it with this mean- 
ing (vs. 21:) they must surely be 
understood to say, * Is not this 
he who destroyed those’ * who 
are called by this name,’ or 
‘who are of this way,’ (to use the 
expression in vs. 1.) In these 
two instances one would think 
nothing but excessive attachment 
to a pre-formed system could 
oppose this rendering. 

In Acts xxi. 16. there is 
greater room tor doubt. The 
verb is here in the middle form, 
and therefore requires the Ist or 
tth rendering, (the second being 
excluded by the sense.) Which 
of the two ts to be chosen, must 
be determined by the circum 
stances of the case; and different 
circumstances favour cach. ‘The 
reading of the received text ‘the 
name of the Lord,’ naturally 
leads to the q! uotation twice made 
(viz. Acts ii. 21. Rom. x. 13.) 
from Joel, (ii. 32.) § whosoever 
calleth upon the name of the 
Lord shall be saved :’ and though 
it appears that the true reading Is 
‘his name,’ this naturally refers 
to the re mote but principal ante~ 
cedent, ‘the God of our fathers,’ 
(vs. 14.) since vs. 15. is obviously 


+ 
The case of Stephen has already been referred to; his invocation was an ad- 
dress wow sensibly manife sted to him, and wasno more a prayer, than the re- 
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his disciples were, which were made to hiss during his ministry os cari). 























parenthetical. —On the other 
hand, considering that Saul was 
actually a religious tian, and that 
Ananias had we have seen) 
before used a similar expression, 
to denote (hase who owned the 
authority of Christ, it seems 
somewhat more probable that he 
used it now with a similar import, 
viz. take upon thyself bis name.’ 

One passage only remains, (for 
Rom, x. Li—13. assuredly re- 
fers to God,) viz. 1 Cor.1. 2, * to 
the church of God which is at 
Corinth, to those that are sancti- 
ted through Christ Jesus, called 
to the saints, and to all that in 
every place are called by the 
name of our Lord Jesus Christ,’ 
er, ‘call on the name of our 
Lord Jesus Christ.’.—If it could 
be proved that the apostle consi- 
dered Jesus as the very and cter- 
nal God, the object of religtous 
worship, and also that it was a 
peculiar characteristic of Chris- 
nuns jn g ‘neral in those days, to 
pray to Jesus, the latter of these 
two renderings would be some. 
what preterable, because the apos- 
tle uses the verb in the few other 
cases in which he employs it with 
an active force, and because he 
quotes the very phrase, * call up- 
on the name of the Lord,’ from 
Joel in reference to the Supreme 
Being, (Rom. x. 33.) unless how. 
ever such were a peculiar charac- 
teristic of the Christians (and as. 
suredly it was not,) the connexi- 
on would obviously point to the 
former rendering, which is the 
rendering of the I. V. which 
brings into view what was certain- 
ly a characteristic of them, that 
they were called, and called them- 
Selves disciples of Christ; and it 
may be remarked, that for many 
years before this Epistle was 
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written, they were denominated 
Christians. 

itis not enough observed that 
Luke’s common use of the verb, 
differs from the common use of it 
in the Septuagint. ‘There is per- 
haps scarcely an mstance in the 
latter, corresponding to Acts x. 
1S. *Simon who was called Pe. 
ter.” The use of the verb had 
obviously varied; and therefore, 
(except when quoting trom the 
QO. 1.) the N. ‘TP. writers would 
naturally use it in the sense then 
most customary in such a con- 
nexton. —— Hlowever the grand 
point is, that the usual interpre- 
tation of the usual rendering, 
StUpposes that to be a common 
characteristic of Christians, of 
which there is no other proof 
than that usual rendering: and 
even this rendering if admitted 
proves nothing, for the only cases 
in which we know that the first 
Christians invoked the name of 
Christ, was by saying ‘In the 
name of Jesus Christ? when they 
were working a miracle, (Acts ii. 
G. iv. 10, 30, &c.) by baptizing 
‘in the name of Jesus Christ,’ 
(Acts ii. 38. vill. 16. &c.) and 
by teaching ‘in the name of Je 
sus,” (Acts iv. 17, 18.) 

Ve shall finish these remarks 
by observing, that there is a 
wide difference between proving 
an opinion, and according with a 
thing when proved, Admit the 
hypothesis, that the first Chrise 
trans called upon Jesus as an ob. 
worship, and 
(though there is much which dis 
rectly opposes it,) some expressi« 
ons may be sufficiently well ex- 
plained according to it: but till 
this is proved, no expression can 
really support it, which will 
fairly admit of a different inter- 
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pretation, accordant with the 
force of the language, and the 
manner of the writcr. ‘The ort 
ginal phrase in question, would 
suit this hypoth:sis suthiciently 
well, if it were ofherwise proved ; 
but of tse/f it proves nothing, 
because it fairly admits of two 
renderings, one only of which 
favours the hypothesis, and this 
itself tairly admits ol a different 
interpretation which mn yp way 
supports the hypothesis, in quese 
tien. 

We now he ave our reacers to 
decide, whreth T the kclectic Ree 
viewer wore not intuenced by an 
Undue attachment to a preetorme. 
ed system when he said, (p. 342.) 
“We find another. striking ine 
stance of Sociplan prejudice in 
the rendering of evinadXeri-as” [the 
verb in question,}] * when Christ 
is, without possibility of evasion, 
the * object of wvoacation.”—We 
believe the tue rendering of Acts 
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x. 14,,21°. 1Cor. i. 2 t6 be 
‘who are called by,’ not who 
call upon.’ But it the latter 
were on the whole to be preferred, 
and we derive an explanation of 
the phrase ‘call upon the name 
of Jesus,’ from the fact, we 
should say that it meant, teach. 
ing in bis name, baptizing in his 
name, working miracles in his 
naine, &e.3 in other words, in 
all things acting under and owne 
ing his authority. — Respceting 
Acts xxii. 10. we believe it fully 
justifiable, both by the language 
and by the connexion, to render 
it as in the T. Vo Staking upon 
thyself his name,” that is, owning 
and submitting to his authonty; 
but at present somewhat incline 
to the opinion, that the phrase 
should be rendered * calling upon 
his name,’ that is upon the name 
of § the God of our fathers,’ who 
saith Ananias to Paul * hath ape 
pointed thee to know his will.’ 
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I did not immediately, on cast: 
ng my eye over vour last num. 
ber, observe that Theol gus had 
holiced my remarks on his unfor- 
tunate criticism on | Tim. iii. 16. 
It was evidently not his wish to 
give much prominency to the 
subject, or to urge it on the no. 
tice of your readers. Although 
he has viven evident proof of con. 
siderable abatement of his confic 
dence, and seems checked and 
dispirited, he has not shewn marks 
of penitence. There is no apolo- 


ey made to the Editors of the 
N. V. for unfounded reprehens 
sion. The new Greek is not fe- 
voked, so that | must conclude 
that ‘os Savecwoerg retains all the 
fond regard of its parent, and Is 
sill a darling and beloved child 
of his affection. But as lic appears 
to bear his faculties at this time, 
rather meekly, I will make ne 
further attempt to bereave hun ff 
the son of his love. 

However it seems necessary to 
examine his last effort to discredit 
the text adopted by the editors of 


® He , ; : ~s 
Here the I. V. unnecessarily varies from the mode of rendering in vs 14 


though the werb is the same. It should have been * who are called by this 2 


































































the N. V. as it is equally un- 
founded with the claims of ‘6s 
¢avecweis, to the character of 
good Greek, and toa place in the 
room of the corrected text ‘os 
s¢avecwSy. And the observation 
is very natural on this occasion, 
how tenacious poor humanity is 
to retain its errors as well as its 
best founded opinions. <As_ the 
frst ground was not tenable, 
Theologus has shifted his station, 
and occupied another equally 
defenceless, rather than give up 
the contest. 

The reverse of Theologus’s as- 
sertion js to a certainty the exact 
truth. ‘Os never stands for “ostis 
or ‘osos. ‘This observation is not 
made rashly. In some cases, 
these may seem to occupy is 
place, but not without a consi- 
derable difference of meaning in 
reality, ¢o be discovered only by 
a nice attention to the powers of 
each, ‘Os simply is never used 
tadefinitely, it is always definite 
although it may be used on occa- 
sions when the sense is such as that 
it is indifferent whether it be ex- 
pressed definitely or indefinitely. 
And all that can then be inferred 
is that the sentence is in a definite 
form when it might have taken a 
contrary one without incongruity. 
In that case the translation may, 
by courtesy, be indefinite, though 
itcannot be so in strictness. In 
other words, ‘oszis or ‘ocos or ‘os 
may be used in such sentences 
inchfferently, but they are never 


equivalent, though the nature of 


the subject may render them un. 
deserving of preference. As well 
may we say that the sentence is 
definite where ‘gszis is employed 
as affirm, that it is definite when 
‘s enters into its composition. 
Of this the very etymology is a 
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sufficient proof. But I will illuse 
trate by anexaniple.’ ‘ ‘The man 
who assumes the appellation of 2 
divine withouc a large acquaint. 
ance with philology, mistakes his 
place.” ‘This sentence is definite 
to a certain degree. It is not 
certainly indefinite. And yet it 


‘would have been quite as well to 


have said, “IV Aoever, or any 
man who, &c2’ In short, “es 
simply is never indefinite properly 
speaking. 

Sut itis not on such mixed de- 


finite, or imperfect definite, Oe 


casions alone that ‘os is employed, 
It is used ** when the subject is 
quite definite,” as that isin 1'Tun. 
ii. 16. And I must beg leave 
to observe that there is but one 
other mode in which such quite 
definite subjects can be ex« 
pressed, viz. that supplied in my 
last communication instead of the 
‘os gavepwisis of Theologus. You 
have achoice only of ‘o gaveguw4eis 
and “os sgavecwdy. Your correse 
pondent probably meant the first. 
If so, I have his own ackngwe 
ledgment that it is gute definite. 
And yet it is not. more definite 
than the last, as they are used 
promiscuously on the very same 
occasions, and the definite article 
with the participle is employed as 
often as the relative with the verb 
in expressing definite subjects, or 
in other words, it is as often used 
when it is indifferent whether the 
thing be predicated definitely of 
indefinitely, 

As this matter should be settled 
once for all, | will subjoin some 
authorities to prove two propusie 
tions into which the whole subject 
resolves itself. After this the text 
of the N. V. io ‘Vim. iii. 10, will 
never probably, be attacked on 
the same ground, It is not my 
K 
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purpose to undertake, at I ast at 
this ume, the defence of its pu- 
rity on external considerations. 

I. The text adopted in the 
N. V. 1s supported by the follow. 
ing authorities. most of which are 
directly in powt. 

Rom, vii. 32. referred to by 
the Editurs, “Os ye rou ‘viov oux 
epeicaro, AAA URep “Tuy TAVTWyY 
WALECWMEY AVTOY, HWS OUYWi KA TY 
@urw ta ware “nui yacireTas; 
this example would be of itself 
decisive. It is the language of 
Paul, and Theelogus has not 
made goud any objection against 
it. 

Mark xiii. 37. ‘A 6 ‘vu 
Afyw W201 NEY We 

Maik av. 8. ‘O tye aury 
TWOinTe. 

John i. 45 ‘Oveycabe Mwors, 
ty Tw yOu, Has O8 MLO? )Tah, Evcy~ 
MOWLEY, 

John it. $4. ‘Ov yao amerreirsy 
‘o x05, ra eyuara Tov Ocou AaAgs. 

John iv. 18. Kas voy ‘ov eveis, 
ou ECT’ COU air. 

Ron, vit. 15. ‘O yae MATECY A. 
Youai ou yinbonw, 

Rom, vii. 24. “O yx CAcwet 
Wis, Th Mas EARS; 

Rom. xv. 21. AdAw xabes vye- 
Yyravra. Oig ovum avyyysrAy wes 


“et 
J 


gure olorvrai, nai “0s bux axyKoaTs 
guvycouci. Nothing can be more 
decisive @han this text, trom the 
pen of Paul, the author of that 
9 question, and quoted from the 
Ss venty, 

1 Cor. x. 20. ‘A byes re eSvy 


> 
S22 sis «fie 


q Cor, Nt. 17. 
A@AmwW KATA MUSI4y. 
Sentent. in mort. apud Poet. 
min. p. 513 Kd, "65°. ‘Orv “s/n 
bers +," Ag 
PiAsi CES 7, ATOUKECKXE! ¥eOr., 





Longin. de subl. p. 94. Pearce, 
1773. Od eSavracdy, mince Seug 
fearacins xa Tous axtvovras Wva%f0 
XATEYV. 

Dem. Olynth ii. p. 90. Ed, 
Tert. Mounteney. H rors ‘a be; 
moakere y Ly voy. 

Il. And this construction is 
clearly egurvalent to that supplied 
by my last communication on this 
subject, instead of the “os Pave. 
pwisss which Theologus took for 
Greek. ‘The proofs must be few, 
or your valuable pages will be too 
much occupied. 

Mark ix. 40. has, “Os yag cum 

~ 

STTi MAI Uw, UTE Yuwy ECT, 
and Luke xi. 23. has, ‘O uy wy 
usr evov, uar enou eots; both 
relating the very same observation 
of Christ, and using good and 
equivalent Greek, in confirmation 
of My proposition, 

In Rom. ii. 21, 22, 23, the 
two forms of expression occur 
without interruption of intermée 
diate matter. ‘“O ovv didaraay 
"ETELOY, &ec. "o xycusswy, XC. 0 
Asywy, ac. 0 RGrAurToUnvog, MC 
and verse 23, ‘os ev vouw uauyae 
aui—rov Geov arinaters. In Cor. 
xi. 97. ‘Os av eodix, and 29 
‘o-yap ecdiwy. In 1 John n. 5. Cs 
rycy Tov aurov Agyov occurs, and 
in 1 John iii. Qt: the equivalent 
is used, 9 Tyewy TAG EVTOAAS AUTO. 

In t John iv. 6. We have the 
two equisalent expressions, @ 
vivwonny Tov feov axoves ‘aus 
‘Os cux erry en Geov ovn ansust 
yucv. And this last instance is 
an unimpeachable authority for 
each of the two propositions W hich 
IT have been endeavouring to ese 
tablish. 

It was my intention to make & 
few observations of a general nae 
ture that occurred to me while I 
was collecting the above tex¥e- 
i 
































One of them upon the defi- 
nite nature of ‘os, when used sim- 
ply, definite even when employ- 
ed to express a meaning otherwise 
indefinite, might *save some fu- 
ture trouble and embarrassment. 
But I am neither disposed nor at 
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leisure to supply means of safety 
to ane who las volunteered as the 
reprover of men, who could cere 
tainly in this case, burl back the 
censure which recoiled from theme 
selves and left them harmless. 


PRIMITIVUS, 





THE TRUE MEANING OF THE LAST CLAUSE OF JOHN Vi. 27. 


a 


May 10, 1809. 

\_——To him, hath God the 
Father,” orthe Father, even God, 
66 set his seal.” 

This last clause (says Mr. 
Kenrick, in loc: reters to the 
miracles of Christ, which gave 
him the authority of God for 
teaching in the same manner as @ 
prince setting his seal to a writing, 
gives to that writing authority to 
convey his sentiments.” 

Mr. Jones however, (Illustr. 
dc. in loc.) is dissatisfied with 
this interpretation, and observes 
that an allusion is here designed 
to the custom of the victims pro- 
per for sacrifice being marked, 
or sealed, by an officer appointed 
for the purpose, which practice, 
ou the authority I think of Plu- 


tarch, in his treatise de Is. et Osir. 
he states to have existed among 
the Gentiles. 

Now I beg leave to submit to the 
reconsideration of the learned and 
ingenious author of the J/ustratte 
ons, &c. whether on his own princt- 
ple, it be at all probable that our 
Lord, with the associations and 
education of a Jew, should refer 
toa custom which, for aught that 
appears had no existence in his 
own country, and with which 
theretore he could scarcely be ace 
guainted? 

Until this question be satisface 
torily answered, Mr. Kenrick’s 
exposition of the passage must be 
admitted as pertectly correct. 


N. 
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[Continued from p. 221.] 


The next of the principal con- 
troverted passages in which the 
J. V. departs from Newcome is, 
1 Cor, i. 2. * to all that in every 
place are called by the name of 
our Lord Jesus Christ,’ instead of 
*call upon the name,’ in which 
Newcome agrees with the com. 
mon rendering. We have alrea. 
dy stated, in a general manner 
our Opinion respecting this mode 
of rendering; but it is a point of 
so much moment, and on which 
so much stress is laid by some, 
that we proposed to consider it 
here more minutely. Our exa- 
mination of it has, however, exe 
tended so much: beyond our ex. 
pectatons, that we must refer our 
readers for it to the head of Bibli. 
cal Criticism *. We have endea. 
voured in it to keep in view that 
class of thinking readers of the 
N. T. who do not possess much 
of any acquaintance with the 
original, 

1 Cor. xv. 47. we have alrea- 
dy noticed, (p. 158. col. 2. 

2 Cor. viii. 9. “that while he 
was rich for your sakes he lived 
m poverty,” presents an import. 
ant and fully justified departure 
rom Newcome. Perhaps how. 
ever 1 would have been better to 
have adhered rather more literally 


* p. 


to the original, * that for you he 
was poor, though he was nch,’-- 
It is one of the many instances 
in which the original admits of 
different renderings, and the choice 
must be determined by the cit- 
cumstances of the case. Of it- 
self it can prove nothing.— 
Schleusner considers the verb 
exruyevce as referring, not so 
much to poverty in the literal 
sense, as to the distresses and suf- 
ferings which Christ underwent 
for the good of men. In ch. vi. 
10. isa beautiful illustration of 
this passage, ‘as deceivers, and 
yet true; as unknown, and yet 
well known; as dying, and 
behold we live; as chastened, 
and not killed; as grieving, ye 
always rejoicing; as poor, yé 
making many rich; as having no 
thing, and yet possessing all things.’ 

Eph. iii. 19. ‘and to know the 
surpassing love of the knowledge 
of Christ,’ rests solely for 16 
Justification upon the transposie 
tion of ry yrweews, which is 
greatly deficient in evidence. We 
prefer therefore a literal rendering 
according to the R,T. ‘and 
know what indeed surpasseth 
knowledge, the love of Christ,’ 
i.e. the love manifested in the 
Christian dispensation. 


%66. 
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Philip. ii. 6, 7. € who being rinws, and the rendering of the 
‘a the form of God, did not ea- I. V. 1s, © For in him dwelleth 
gerly grasp at the resemblance to all the fullness of the deity bo 
God, but divested himself of é.’ dily.’ We are at a loss to see 
Though we have over and over upoa what principle of trausla. 
avain examined this passage, and tion the Editors departed from 
have at times felt some degree of Newcome’s rendering of the first 
decision respecting the ‘various passage, * that in him all fulness 
renderings of it, we are unable to should dwell.’ However thus 
pronounce decisively as to them. much is obvious, that it was not 
The Editors of the {. V.-seem to through theological prepossession 5 
feel somewhat of the same inde. for that would have directed to 
cision, tor they say in the note, retain the common rendering, 
“Or, if it should be translated since it points out the original 
with the public version, * he source of that fuiuess of divine 
thought it not robbery to be as blessings which dwelt in Christ, 
God,’ the sense would be, &c.” and with which the apostle says, 
Though in some points of view ch. ii. 10, the Colossian disciples 
the construction of the original, were filled. 
best suits the mode of rendering 1 Tim. iii. 16. The rendering 
adopted in the I. V. yet the sense of the I. V. here varies from N. 
appears to us most complete in principally on account of the 
the latter. ‘The translation in change in the text adopted by 
that case would run, § who being Griesbach, who reads ‘os instead 
in the form of God thought it of Seog the common reading. 
not robbery to be as God, yet ‘There can, we imagine, be no 
divested himself of that form,’ doubt in the minds of any who 
&c. In what sense it is true that have habituated themselves to the 
Jesus thought it not robbery to be principles of criticism now pree 
as God, we may derive from John valent among the learned, that 
v. 17, 19, 26. &c. viz. speaking eos is not the true reading. The 
with the authority of God, and MSS. evidence appears most sae 
acting agreeably to the purposes tisfactory tor ‘o¢; und Griesbach 
of God directly communicated decidediy prefers it. To us ‘o 
to him.—Ii however the first mode appears to have greater claims 
of rendering be preferable, we than he allows, and even to de- 
could wish tor a closer approach serve the preference ; but here 
to the phraseology of the original; as every where else we would fol, 
but we own ourselves unable to low Griesbach as a standard in 
propose ‘any closer rendering the text, and rest satisfied with 
which would preserve the spirit giving any apparently preferable 
Of that inthe I. V. reading in the margin.—-If Griese 

Col. i. 19. * For it hath pleas- bach’s reading be adopted, does 
ed the Father to inhabit al! ful- ‘es refer to an antecedent, or ag 
hess by him.’ The original is, ‘Ors in several other places, may it 

&Y aur avlounce may 70 Tryjowua be rendered * He who.’ Aguinst 
xarcixycos. Inch. ii. 9. the ori- the latter is urged the supposed 
Binal is, “Ori ev aurw xaromes av deficiency of instances precisely 
*O FAHtwuae Tre Besrnros Cwuke similar; against the former, 
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which would refer it to ‘the liv- 
ing God,’ in vs. 15, aay be urg- 
ed the great ho rshuess of the con 
struction which requires the in- 
fervening words to be completely 
parenthetical, and the fieat lle 
appheabiliy of the subsequent 
clauses to ‘the lwing God, un- 
less indeed it can be shew Ghat 
*Christ Jesus, (vs. 15.) anw * the 
living God’ are the same being 


— 


9 
Which is expressly contrary to 
Paul’s own words in J Cor. vill. 
6. As to the ol jections against 
* Fle who,’ the y appear likely to 
be tully discussed in the Re posi- 
tory; and we have no room fora 
satistactory examination of them 
here: we shall therefore only add, 
that if Griesbaeh’s reading be 
adopted, we beheve the render. 
Ing of this passage in the I. V. to 
be the true one, 

The alterations in the Ppistle to 
the Hebrews, appear to be more 
numerous in proportion than in 
any other book; and they are in 
general decided improvements 
In ch. 1. in particular they are 
very important, and with one 
exception are fully justifiable. 
The rendering in vs. 8 is not ac- 
cordant with the Greck idiom, 
nor required by the connexion, 
* But to the Son Ae saith, God is 
thy throne tor everand ever, &c.’ 
‘Lhe passage is a quotation trom 
Ps. xlv. 6, 7. which is most ob- 
viously addressed to Solomon, 
and of which the writer to the 
Hebrews applics a part (the whole 
be could not apply) to Christ. 
Agrevably to the latitude of the 
Hebrew language, the Psalmist 
addresses Solomon as El! him, a 
god: * Thy throne, O God, is 
toe ever and. ever —iherefore 
God even thy God,’ &c. There 
could surely be no reason why the 
wriwr to the Hebrews, a Jew, fa. 
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miliar with the Hebrew idiom, 
should hesitate in applying to 
Christ an app llation which the 
Psvimist applics to Sclomon, 
when ucitbally applying to him 
the very words of the Psalmist— 
‘dhe lattor clause ot vs. 2. 1s ren. 
dered by Mur. Simpson, Ess, vik 
‘by whom also he constituted 
the age.” It this rendering be 
jJusiiiable, (and Mr. S. urges 
strong reasons in favour of it) it 
is preferable to that of the | V, 
since it employs the pr position 
in its usual sense with the genie 
tive. However there is sufficient 
authority for the rendering of the 
1 V. 

The first three verses of John’s 
first Epistle are rendered we think 
on satisfactory grounds, agreea 
bly to the version of that eminent 
disciple of Jesus, the late venes 
rable ‘Theophilus Lindsey; and 
the Editors embrace the opportle 


nity of speaking of his excellence , 


asa Christian, and of the import 
ance of his theological labours. 
We too cannot puss the passage, 
without expressing our respectful 
and affectionate veneration of the 
character of one, whose lite was 
spent in the service of God; 
whose many years all added to 
the hoary head some says nis 
Crown Of glory, obscured by ne 
dark spots of vice, and scarcely 
dimmed by those imperfections 
with which human wosth is ever 
atiended; who was illustrious for 
the discharge of Christian duty, 
not only in the cymmon walks 
ot lite, but in some which led to 
peculiar exertions and peculiar 
sacrifices; who ‘laboured with 
such zeal and success, to remove 
some of the greatest corruptions 
ot Christianity; “and who, supe 
ported by its hopes and prospects 
long steed on the brink of the 
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ave undismayed, with s renity 
and chearful satisfaction almost 
superior to suffering and to death 
itself, regarding it as but a passage 
to that world where sin and sor- 
row and Suffering will be no more. 
What an example has this aged 
disciple left, and what encourage. 
ment does it yield to steady, per- 
severing, faithful exertions in the 
cause of Christian truth and 
duty. 

These are the principal in- 
stances in which the rendering 
affects the doctrines supp. sed to 
be derived from the N. T, re- 
specting the person of our Savi- 
our.--In the most important we 
think the Editors have been very 
successtul; in others we difler 
from them in the minutia; and 
in others again, we think that 
they are not tully borne out by 
the usages of the oriinal lan- 
guage. We are conscious that 
in these remarks we have had uo 
object but truth in view ; ant we 
trust that, if they appear satis 
factory. to the reader, they wikk 
not be thought to derogate trom 
the general indisputable and un- 
tivalled fidelity and value ot the 
version, 

In two somewhat material points 
we consider the Editors as having 
erred in their priaciples as to 
the correction of their basis; — 
iu the rendering of nouns which 
are without the article, and in 


the diversity in their modes of 


transtating the same phraseology 
in the original. —‘Lhe first involves 
some of the greatest difficuities in 
the Greek language, as far as ree 
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spects the transfusion of the ideas 


of the writerinto our own lane 
guage. The Greek article dee 
notes that the noun to which it 
belongs is used definitely; but we 
must determine from the connexie 
of whether the noun is restricted 
to an individual in distinction 
trom other individual-, or Is ape 
plied to an individual as one of 
a particular class, in distinction 
from individuals of other classes: 
as when we say in English the dog, 
the connexion alone can deternine 
whether we mean @ particuéar 
dog, or only aay animal of the 
dug-tribe. ‘his ambiguity in the 
fhaceol the articie. (or rather of 
the noun to which it is prefixed, 
for the article in all cases defines.) 
somctimes considerable 
perplexity as to the proper rendere 
ing: thus in John i, 21. the Jews 
ask the Baptist whether he were 6 
roody7ys, Which leaws it somes 
what uncertain what they meant, 
whether @ prophet, i.e. one of 
those who had tormerly sustained 
a prophetic character, or, the 
prophet, i, e. that prophet which 
was expected by the Jews in cone 
sequence of the predicions of 
Moses. N_ renders it @ prophet, 
the I. V. the prophet, und we 
think with strict propriety. 
Acuwn, the absence of the arti. 
cle does not necessarily make the 
noun indefinite; and indeed in a 
great variety of caes the Greek 
language dees not require, and 
sOMmetMeEs scarecly admits of the 
article, where the noun 1s ‘come 
plet ly de finite’. -On this ace 
count it ts olicn truly diflicult to 


CUUSES 


* A great deal of valuable information respecting the actual usages of the 
Greek article, mixed with abundance of error as to the theory of it, and several 
UNjyust conclusions respecting the employment of it w the N. T. founded upon an 
obscure and erroneous hypothe:is, wiil be found in Muldicton’s Doctrine of the 


Greek article, Every admirer of Middicton should caiefully caamine the state- 
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decide whether a noun without 
the article would be best repre. 
sented m English by the noun 
preceded by the, or by the noun 
preceded by an, or (sometimes) 
by the noun only; since the cone 
nexion and circumstances of the 
case alone can determine the 
point, and these often lead to 
very different results according to 
the different points of view In 
which they are observed. For 
instance, @ro¢ may be translated 
God, the God, or a wed. ace 
cording to the circumstances and 
connexion 3 and vies son, the son, 
or a son: and from this ambi. 
guity vies Seov admits of various 
renderings, fur instance a son of 
God, the son of God, a son of a 
god, the son of a god, &c. Ac- 
cordingly in the declaration of 
the centurion, Matt. xxvii. 54. 
the Editors of the I. V. have ren. 
dered Seov vios a son of a god, 
though in vs. 43. they have left 
the archbishop’s rendering of the 
same phrase, viz. the son of God. 
In Mark xv. 39. the same phrase 
in the same declaration js render. 
ed the son of a god. If the se. 
cond noun be to be rendered in. 
dehinitely, the first noun should 
be rendered definitely, as in the 
latter instance from Mark; but 
we feel much more satisfied with 
Newcome’s rendering, the son of 
God, since we view the centurion 
not merely as a Roman, but as a 
resident in Judea, and not im pro- 
bably a devout man, and one 
who was looking tor the Messiah. 
In other instances too, this phrase 
ss rendered indetnitely where 
to ous «at oappears that the 


ments of Calvin Winstanley 
mm the Common Frelish V 


ould not be) by that Je 


weight, though nearly equal og 
each side, prepondcrates in favour 
of the definite rendering adopted 
by Newcome: we have remarked 
the following Matt. xiv. $5. John 
xix. 7. and Luke iv. 9. In the 
last instance the true reading of 
the original is the same as in Matt, 
ive O. vsos vou Seov, and really 
requires the rendering which 15 
employed in the latter place, in 
precisely the same circumstances, 

We more decidedly object to 
the rendering of 720% xcirEws & 
day of judgment, m Matt. x. 15, 
xi. 24. xii. 36, &c. The sense 
appears absolutely to require the 
definite article in English; and 
the original docs not oppose the 
use of it. In one passage at 
least (2 Pet. ii. 9.) the IL V. 
retains Newcome’s definite rene 
dering ef the very same phrase, 
‘the day of judgment;’ which 
we mention merely to shew that 
the Editors did not consider the 
alteration as required by the ori 
ginal, and we know not how they 
could consider it as required by 
the sense. 

Tn several other less important 
instances, we differ from the 
Editors as to their departures 
from Newcome in the translation 
of the Greek noun not having aa 
article, (e.g. John vi. 59. 1 Tim. 
iv. 10.) and in others should have 
wished to have seen a departure 
from Newcome where he rendet 
an articled noun indefinitely, (¢-& 
Matt. v. 1. ix. 1, 28, &c. and 
similar passages in the other evalle 
gelists:) but in several we agree 
with them, and one of these will 
serve to illustrate some of ou 


in his very judicious vindication of certain passages 


ersion of the N. T. (Longman and Co.) which t 
published some years before Middleton's work \ . 


, is completely unnoticed (refutes 
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arnec but prejudiced writer, 

















remarks. ‘The altar 
Athenians (Acts 


ne ceding 
erected by the 
xvii, 23.) was inscribed AY ITT 
which by Newcome is rele 


deed? ‘te the unknown God.’ 
This rendering is justifiable, in 
so far as it naturally means ‘ to 
that unknown God’ who removed 
our pestilence, and Paul’s rea. 
soning implies that it was to some 
particular divinity, though they 
Soot nut whom, that the Athe- 
nians ascribed their deliverance ; 
but it is exceptionable, because 
it leads the mind of the Fnglish 
reader to the inference that it was 
tothe true God. Hence the ren. 
dering of the I. V. ‘to an une 
known God’? (who removed our 
pestilence) we regard as preferable, 
The second point in which we 
think the I. V. defective, is the 
yariation observable in the mode 
of rendering the same words or 
phrases. It should be an uniform 
punejple in translating the N. T. 
that the same expressions in the 
original should, wherever the 
tame idea ts conveyed, be re pre- 
sented by the same expressions 1p 
the translation, if the English 
idiom will permit it. 
from any cCITCUMStAnee, the cus. 
temary rendering of an expression 
he left, it should be inserted in 
the margin, We have already 
noticed in our remarks on the ar- 
ticle, one instance, where the 
same combination of words is 
rendered with some variation, 
even in the very same circum. 
stances; and we are appre hensive 
that the editors may not have 
considered uniformity of render- 
ing, as of the importance which 
it assuredly is, Some other in- 
stances must be produced in sup- 
part of this obse ‘rvation. In Hebr. 
» 3. Vv. 5. we find N. lett for 
VOL, iv, 2 
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‘this day ] have adopted thee:’ 
in Acts Xun. 33. the common 
rendering of precisely the same 
eNpression, Is retained, * this day 
I have begotten thee.—The vee 
ry peculiar Hebraism, on which 
this and similar caApressions are 
founded, even if it could have 
been untormly reduced to an 
equivalent English idiom, (which 
very much. doubt,) should 
have always been literally repres 
sented in the margin: and at any 
rate, it would have been better to 
have in all cases retained the Hea 
braism, unless it had been uni. 
tormly departed from. Upen this 
principle, we Consider the followe 
ing passages as excephonable: 
1 Cor. iv. 15, * tor Iam your fae 
ther in Christ Jesus, by preache 
ing to you the gospel,’ eyw cuas 
eyesiyga; to which no objection 
could exist, if the mode of rene 
dering could have been always 
preserved, but in Philem, 10, 
we have ‘for my son, Whom I 
have begotten in my bonds,’ ‘oy 
eyeviyca. In 1 Joho v. 1. the 
meaning of the original is lost 
sizht of, by an unnecessary variae 
tion of the same verb; * and who- 
svever loveth the Father, loveth 
the Son also,’ which last clause 
necessarily refers the reader to 
Jesus Christ, but what is meant 
Is, every child of God, and this 
meaning would have been pree 
served, and the awkwardness of 
the preceding Clause in the come 
mon version avoided, if the verse 
had been rendered, ‘ whosoever bee 
lieveth that Jesus is the Christ, 
is born of God, yeyesvyras 5 and 
whosoever loveth the Fatber, rey 
yevsycavra, loveth him also that 
is horn ot him, tev yeysvnusvoy 
et aurev.? ‘That pc:oyerns, which 
is usnally rendered by its just 
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equivalent only, is in 1 John iv. 
9. rendered only-begotten, we 
consider as a merely accidental 
circumstance. —The following are 
some Other instances of the want 
of uniformity in rendering which 
we have’ noticed. In Mark xii. 
14. N. has been left for the com. 
mon rendering ‘the abomination 
of desolation,’ but in Matt xxiv. 
15. though the original has the 
same words, Newcome’s transla- 
tion is retained, viz. ‘ the abomi- 
nating desolation.’ In Matt. ni. 
7. we find ‘ offspring of vipers,’ in- 
stead of Newcome’s ‘ generation of 
vipers; the change isa good one, but 
we do not sce why the same change 
should not have been made in ch, 
xii. 34. where the I. V. has 
© brood of vipers.” In 1 Tim, 1. 
1i. the 1.V. has ‘the blessed 
Gvod,’ where N. has ‘the happy 
God ;’ (so also in ch. vi. 15.) 
The alteration is a very good one ; 
and we should have been glad to 
have seen it more trequent, indeed 
in all cases where the happiness 
spoken of is of a religious nature, 
or the result of religious conduct. 
Blessed seems to us, always to 
convey the iden of happiness as 
resulting from the ordinations of 
provid nce; and in some imstances 
the word Aappy appears improper, 
as perhups necessarily implying a 
present state of mind, which 
blessed does not: a person may 
be blessed when he is in deep dis. 
tress, but he is not happy ; and 
affictions may be blessings, but 
they are not themselves Aappiness. 
This rathe r refers howeve r, to what 
has been left in the I. V. than to 
what has been altered; but as 
Newcome bas retained blessed in 
Luke x.. 23. and xxiii. 20, we 
should-have wished to have seen 
blessed in the passage correspond. 
ing to the former (Mat. xiii. 16.) 


or happy in all. We observe 
about six passages in which 
uaxaciog ought we think to be 
rendered happy (viz. Matt. xxiv, 
46. Luke xn, 37, 38, 43. Acts 
xxvi. 2. 1 Cor. vii. 40.;) and 
some others in which it is nearly 
indifferent which rendering is pres 
ferred; but in by far the greater 
number blessed appears to us de. 
cidedly preferable, particularly 
in Matt. v. 3—11. Lukevi. 20, 
22. Acts xx. 35. Tit. ii. 13, 
James i. 12, 25, 1 Pet. iti. 14. 
iv. 13. Rev. xiv. 13. and those 
places in which the I. V. has 
blessed. Before we made these 
remarks, we attentively consider. 
ed Newcome’s note on Matt. v. 
3. but we are satisfied that the 
primate was in an error, and a 
reference to Johnson’s examples 
would perhaps have led him to 
think so too. 

We had marked some other 
passages the rendering of which 
in the I. V. does not seem to us 
to be an improvement (or at least 
the right improvement) on News 
come; but we bear in mind that 
our own renderings may appear to 
others as exceptionable, as the 
instances which we refer to, do 
to us. We aspire not to ine 
fallibility, and we have no room 
to justify every minute remark 
which we might otherwise make. 

—It would be exceedingly easy to 
pointout numerous improvements; 
but we must be satisfied with the 
general approbation which we have 
more than once expressed; and 
we feel a tirm conviction, that if 
any unbiassed critic will examine 
the alterations with the same mi- 
nuteness with ourselves, he will 
arrive at the same conclusion, 
that the I. V. is a decided and 
material improvement upen the 
basis which has been employed. 
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The punctuation of such a work 
js a very material circumstance ; 
and we have seen no reason for 
dissatisfaction on this point. The 
typographical execution of the 
work does great credit to the prin- 
ter and to the editors; but we take 
for granted that the merit of the 
peculiarities in punctuation rests 
with the latter. Several import- 
ant instances occur, in which the 
sense is aflected by the punctua- 
tion, and in which that of New- 
come is very judiciously left; 
e.g» Matt. xxv. 26. xxvii. 42. 
Mark i. 34. John iv. 37. 38. 
vii. 28. xii. 27%. In a small 
number of cases we feel doubtful 
respecting the punctuation of the 
1. V. viz. Mark ix. 23. Luke 
xii. 49. Acts xxvi. 28. which are 
ajl that we bave noticed.—Re- 
specting the paragraphs we are less 
sausfied: In the gospels the divi- 
sious ave founded on Newcome’s 
Harmony; and in addition to the 
initial capitals they very often 
break the apparent continuity of 
the history; see for instance 
Matt. vii. 1, 2. 

‘The orthography is a very ininor 
consideration; but we just notice 
it lo express our regret Uiat New- 
come’s murther and murtkerer 
had been unilormly changed. 
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S<veral minute but not unim. 
portant alterations, have been 
made with reference to the gram. 
matical usages of our language; 
e.g. Matt. xvi. 13, 15. xxvii. 
53. Acts xiii. 2, 25, 26. In 
three instances at least, the legiti- 
mate relative who is employed in- 
stead of Newcome’s that, (viz. 
Matt. vi. 9, 18. compare vs. 6. 
where that in precisely the same 
circumstances is left;) and we 
regret that this has not been done 
much more frequently. We wish 
that the present English idiom 
had been more attended to, in 
another class of renderings, viz. 
those of the relative; e.g Acts 
xxi. 37. where who should surely 
be, and he, or and the commander. 
In Matt vi. 6, 7. the Primate’s 
well and shall should have changed 
places. —But our readers must be 
as much wearied with these mi- 
nutiz as ourselves; and we sball 
desist. In our next number, we 
shall make some remarks respect- 
ing the notes; and will endeavour 
to subjoin the collation which we 
formerly mentioned of the I. V. 
with Griesbach; and this will fi. 
nish our laborious and we appre- 
hend tedious article. 


Art. IL. Lectures on Systematic Theology and Pulpit Eloquence. 


By the late George Campbell, 
Marischal College. Aberdeen. 


The former publications of this 
very respectable writer,.viz. ** The 
Philosophy of Rhetoric,” “ A 
Dissertation on Miracles,”’ in re- 
ply to Mr. Hume, ** A New 
Translation of the Four Gospels,” 


D.D. £.R.S. Ed. Principal of 
8vo. pp. 542. 


with preliminary critical Disser- 
tations, and “ Lecturés on Ec. 
clesiastical History,’’ have given 
such an eclat to bis name, as to 
supersede our culogiums; and 
have secured him such a reputa- 


* Respecting this instance some criti¢s seem to have forgotten, that the prayer 


here offered was not during our Loid's 


appears to us perfectly correct, 
l 


agony in the garden. This parctwatior. 
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tion for being a judicious, ivarn- understanding without precipitan- 
ed and liberal character, as to cy orimpatience in judging; en. 
raise him above our praise; any dowments perhaps rare, but of the 
further than os the posthumous first importance in theological 
Wark NOW Leblore Us ay have a discassions. ‘lo students ot theo. 
claim, by its peculiar: metits, fo logy, these discourses will be 
upproprae colnine ndations. highly useful. They are mo;re vj 
Ie ws wath pleasure, we notice a practical nature than his lec. 
from the Advertisement prefixed tures formerly published, and 
to it, that ** the tavourable ree they abound in valuable counsels 
ception of the Lectures on Re. and remarks. From this volume 
clesiastical History, aud the de. and from the author’s work on the 
sire of many to have an opportu- Gospels, the dtudent will leara, 
nity of perusing Dr. Campbell’s both by precept and cxample, 
pre lections on the other branches how Ins industry aml inige nuity 
of bis theological course, have may be most profitably employed.” 
prompted the editor to offer to the ‘The discourses in this instructive 
public this work. ‘Phese prelee. and valuable course of lectures, 
trons Were Comp sed fer the Lone- are twenty-two : under three dis. 
fit of the students of divinity in tinct arrangements of Introduce. 
Marvchal College, without any tory Discourses, of Systematic 
view to publicauon., ‘hey were Theology and on Pulpit Elo. 
first delivered in the years 1772 quence. 
und 4773, and the author conti- The first Lecture in the Series 
nued during bis professorship, to of Introductory Discourses, treats 
read them to the students, as they of the science of theology, and 
had been at first composed. In- its several branches: here the as- 
deed, they were wiitten,’ we are thor recommends biblical crit. 
told, “so closely as to admit ctsm as the first branch of the the. 
very little addivon or ulteration, oretucal part of the study of theo- 
* But though they want the be- logy, and as particularly calcu. 
lated for the elucidation of oar 
he have noseiuple in subscribing religion, by leading us to the true 
t) the editors character of them, meauing of the sacred “ volume, 
as just and n d.  ** The lan. its acknowledged source.’ — ‘Fo 
ruage if is presumed,” he says, this he adds sacred history, and 
** will not be found very detic ient theological controversy as the 
10 that perspicuity, precision and great branches of that science, 
accuracy, which distinguished which are sufficient to complete 
Lr. Camph ll as a wiiter, llis the character of the theologian, 
other acknowledged qualities as as the word is commonly under- 
an author, the judicious and ate stood. The secend Lecture turns 
temtive reader will not be at a loss on the practical part of the theo- 
tu discern. He iil discover 1) logical profession, or the duties 
this volume, grat is renuity with of the pastoral office; and shews 
aularity, freee how the acquisitions made in the. 


nefitol tue authors corrections,” 


Ty) ath Ctatou ut sift 


‘ ai sr shea’ Trealet ‘ oo . 

ou m - d M FP ee ee | ! spirit, ology asa science, are to be eme 
Without any propensity to fabri. ployed for the benefit of the 
Cac Rew i, ‘ t 


hess acutcness of Christian people: here pulpit eles 
































quence, propriety oft conduct in 
nnvate life, and also propriety in 
tie public character ar the judi 
cal capacity, which a miuister 
my the country and chureh ot 
Scotland, Is called to act in, are 
considered, ‘Phe third Li clure 
offers remarks on the manner in 
which the branches of theology 
above mentioned cought be 
treated: that is, from the chair 
of the professor, on whom a re. 
gular attendance for four winters 
is the utmost to be expected trom 
and 


lo 


the same set ol students; 
at a seminary, where part are 
coming and part going, not every 
year but every month and every 
week and evi ry day. In this lec- 
ture the doctor days down the 
method, which he proposed to 
adopt. ‘The fourth Lecture 
treats of the conduct which stu. 
dents of divinity ought to pursue. 

Our author observes here, as 
it Were In passing, that “ histo- 
ical knowledge is of immense 
use in criticism, from the ac. 
quaintance to which it introduces 
us with ancient manners, laws, 
rites and ichome.” 

The leading subject of the next 
series of Lectures in this volume, 
is systematic theology. The first 
lecture is ** OF the study of Na- 
tural Religion, and of the Evi- 
dences of Cheistianity »”» In this 
place, Dr. Campbell suggests, 
“that the use of reading elabo. 
rate demonstrations of the being 
and attributes of God is more 
perhaps to fix our attention on 
the object, than to give convic. 
ton to the understanding. ‘The 
batural evidences of true theisin 
are among the simplest and at 
the same time the clearest deduc- 
tions trom the effect to the cause. 
And it were to be wished, that 
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the subject had not been rather 
perplexed than facilitated, by the 
abstruse and metaphysical discus- 
in which it hath been some- 
times involved.”—The method 
which our author strongly urges 
on the student, to attain to a just 
and comprehensive acquaintance 
with the nature, und 
doctrines of Christianity is not to 
“read commentators, systematists, 


sions 


e’\ idence 


paraphrasts, Contrevertists, de. 
monstratlons, CONUlAUlOns, Upo. 
lovies, answers, cle lences, replies 
and the like,” in the test instance ; 
but, Lv study the 
scriptures themselves,” with the 
aids to be derived from history, 
yew ish, canonical and ecclesiasuc; 
froin the study ol the sacred lan. 


© devoutly 


guages with tbeir idioms, irom an 
acquaintance with the Septuagint, 
from a knowledge of jewish and 
ancient customs, polity, laws and 
nanners, and from the philosophy 
of the human mind. ‘This me- 
thod he recommends as what, in 
his own experience he had found 
to answer best He afterwards 
applied himself to the perusal of 
controversial writers and of the 
attacks made on our religion; and 
when on a@ little reflection, he 
tound himself able to refute the 
antagonists’ arguments, he never 
inquired about any answers that 
might bave been published. He 
carried this so tar once as to set 
about the publication of his an, 
swer to Mr. Hlume’s subtie attuek 
on the Christian religion, betoge 
he had an opportunity of perug- 
ing the work of any tormer ane 
swerer. But with ingenuous Caa- 
dor, he docs not reculmimy nd this 
conduct to imitation. It would 
cratity us to give large eatracts 
from this Lecture, but our lids 
do net permit it; and we Diwst 
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proceed tu the following Jee 
tu «s. 

The sec nd is “of the Chris- 
tian System; shewing that * the 
seriptures sucht to be the ‘inst 
study,’ with a concession that 
afterwards systems and Come 
mentarics may be occasionally 
consulted,’ and exhibiting the 
* baud consequences ot becinning 
the s way ot theoloey with systems 
and commentries.’ ‘The third 
inquires ** how a student onght 
to set about the examibitiol of 
the scriptures , " and offers dirce. 
tions tor forming an abstract ol 
the dectrine ot he ly writ. ‘The 
fourth iurnmishes directions tor 
forming a system of Christian 
morality ;" and points out the ad- 
vantages of the method recom. 
mended.” In the fitth, ** the 
subject is continued.” And the 
nuthor shews that ** the know. 
ledge ot the scriptures is the most 
essential purt.ot the study ;” while 
he inquires, * How far the study 
of controversy demands our at- 
tention.” ‘Lhe sixth and last Lee- 
ture lays down the ** method of 
our prosecuting our imMquirics 1 
polemic divinity. The use to be 
made of scl o| a. parapbrases and 
commentaries “nd the ** Ganger 
of relying on human guidance in 
matters of religion.”” Paraphrase 
Is A species of CXposition which, 
particularly meurs the censure of 
our author. “* There is in the 
Paraphrast,” he observes, * an 
Appearance of presumption, both 
in giving what he seems to Imagine 
@ more proper style to the inspired 
writer, and an his manner of in- 
terweaving bis own sentimen's 
mndiscriminately with those delice 
vered by unerang wisdom, witb 
which neither the commentator, 
er the schohast is Chargeable ; 


for in these the text and com, 
mentary are never confounded by 
being bh nded.” lic Considers 
verbosity as the proper chaiacter 
ot this kind of composition: 
“but by a multiplicity of words 
the sentiment is not -<t off aud 
accommodated, but like David 
equipt in Saul’s ** armour, it is 
encumbered and opprest. Yet,” 
as he adds, ** this is not the on. 
ly, nor perhaps the worst conse. 
quence resuluung from this manver 
ol treating sacred writ. In the 
very best compositions of this kind, 
that can be expecied, the gospel 
may be compared toa rich wineof 
high Gavour,diluted in sucha quap- 
lity of water, as renders it extreme- 
ly vapid. ‘This would be the case, 
it the paraphrase (which is indeed 
hardly possible,) took no uncture 
from the opinions of the part. 
phrast, but exhibited taithtuily, 
though insipidly, the sentiment ot 
the text. Whereas in all those 
paraphrases we have seen, the 
gospel may more justly be com. 
pared to such a wine as hath been 
mentioned, so much adulterated 
with a liquor ot a very datlerent 
taste and quality, that hetle or 
nothing of its original relish and 
properties can he dise vered, 
Accordingly in one paraphrase, 
Jesus Christ appears in the cha. 
racter of a bigoted Papist, i 
another of a tlaming Protestant; 
1 One he argues with all the s- 
phistry of the Jesuit, in another 
he deelaims with all the ftanat- 
cism of the Jansenist; in one you 
trace the metaphysical ratiocina- 
hons of Arminius, in anetier 
you recognize the bold conclu- 
sions of Gomarus; and you heat 
the language of a man who hes 
thoroughly imbibed the system ¢! 
one or otber of our Chrisie 




















Rabbies. So various and so Op- 
sosite are the characters, which 
in those performances our Lord 1S 
made to sustain, and the dialects 
which he is made to speak.” 

“As it is not enough for the 
Christian minister, that he be 
instructed in the science of theo- 
logy, unless he has the skill to 
apply his knowledge, to answer 
the different purposes of the pas- 
toral charge,” the Lectures of the 
next and third Series turn on 
pulpit eloquence, under the fol- 
lowing heads. I. Importance of 
the Study and objections against 
it answered.—Helps for the at- 
tainment of the art. II. Of the 
sentiment in Pulpit Discourses. 
Ill. Of the Expression. IV. Of 
Pronunciation. V. Discourses 
distributed into various kinds, as 
addressed to the understanding, 
the imagination, the passions and 
the | will, Vi. Of the composi- 
tionof Lectures. N.B. A mode 
of Exposition, generally preva- 
lent in the church of Scotland. 
Vil. Of Explanatory Sermons. 
The choice of Subjects and of 
Texts, VIII. Of Explanatory 
Sermons.- The Introduction-- Ex- 
position of the Text—Partition 
of the Subject. Unity a princi. 
pal requisite in the Subjeet-—how 
this is to be observed. Offences 
against Unity. IX. Of Expla- 
natory Sermons. — How — the 
branches should be arranged and 
treated.—Ot the Style.—Techni- 
cal language to be avoided and 
that of the Scripture preferred.— 


Abuse of Scripture Style.—Ot 


he @ . yn 
the Conclusion, X. Of Contro- 
Verstal Discourses. —Candour and 
Simplicity ever to be studied in 


the defince of truth. XI. Of 


Commendatory Discourses, or 
those addressed to the imaginae 
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tion. XIV. Of Pathetic Dis. 
courses, or those addressed to the 
Passions. Of Persuasive Dis. 
courses, or such as are intended 
to operate on the Will. 

From this analytical survey of 
the subjects discussed in these 
Lectures, the student and young 
divine will obviously see the con- 
nection, which they have with 
his pursuits; and the :mportance 
of them, in the hands of an en. 
lightened and judicious mind, 
such as was eminently that of Dr. 
Campbell, cannot but affect him, 
It is indeed, a distinguishing exe 
cellence, that pervades these Lec- 
tures, that the reader fs called on 
to think for himself, not to bow 
to the authority of a great name: 
he is invited and encouraged to 
make his own researches and not 
to trust to the investigations made 
for him by others, ‘They can 
scarcely be perused with care and 
attention, without inspiring the 
mind with the spirit of intellece 
tual freedom and vigour, with 
which the author writes; and 
which is not to he much expected 
from, nor is generally found ing 
a minister of any religious esta. 
blishment: especially, where the 
proceedings ot its synods and ge- 
neral assemblies have, even in 
these times, shewn in several ine 
stances, a disposition to enforce 
with vigour, the dogmas and prin- 
ciples of the Kirk; without 
much regard to that “ liberty, 
wherewith Christ has made us tree.” 

We cannot conclude this arti- 
cle without giving some further 
specimens of our wuthor’s manner, 
of the judgment and precision 
with which he writes. 

His remarks on “ Perspieuity”’ 
merit the attentien of the young 
divine. 
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2386 Review. —Campbell's Lectures on Systematic Theology, 
“ Perspicuity,” says Dr Campbell, es One advantage well deserving the 
“is iM a great measure a relative quali- student S serious attention is this. Ir 
ty. A <p h may be perspicuous to puts him,’ urges I’r C. ‘upon a me. 
one, which to another is unintelligible. thod, by means of which, he can hardly 
It is possible indeed, to be obscure in be in 4 situation wherein he may not 
pleading before the most learned and have it in his power to employ his time 
discerning judres, because th pleader’s profitably in the acquisition of usefyl 
stvle may be remarkably perp'exed and knowledge, and in forming habits of 
intricate, hut without any perplexity or composition. 1 can easily conceive and 
intri-acy of style, it is ewen more than 1 believe many of you gentlemen, may 
possible, that aman of seading and edu- have experienced wast 1 am going to 
cation shall speak ob curely, when he mention, I say I can easily conceive that 
addresses himself in a set discourse to the situation in which you may some. 
sumple and illiterate people. There ts times find yourse'ves, may be such as 
w cause of darkness in this case, totally afiords very little advantage for study 
independent of the grammatical structure or any plan of reading that could well 
of the sentences, and the general cha- be proposed. The books which I might 
racter of the style. It is besides, of all recommend may not be found in the 
causes of obscurity, that which is most. places to which your circumstances ma 
apt to escape the notice of a speaker. fead you, andeven the most ordinary 
Nothing is more natural than for aman helps may not be at hand. On the plan 
to imagine, that what is intelligible to [ propose, a great deal may be a 
him, is so te every body, or at least that with no other book but the Bible anda 
he speaks wich sufficient clearness, when Concordance, which are to be found 
he uses the same language, and in equal every where. Such of you as can read 
plainness with that in which he hath Hebrew, and it is what you all ought 
studied the subject and been accu:tomed to read, should never be without a He 
to read. But however safe this rule brew bible of your own, and let me add 
of judging may be in the barrister and to this a copy of the Septuagint and the 
the senator, who generally address their Greck New Testament. And @ ye 
discourses to men of similar education have these, which are neither cumber- 
with themselves, and of equal or near- some nor expensive, ye are so richly 
ty equal abilities and learning, it is by provided, that it is your own fault, if 
no means a proper rule forthe preacher, ye are not improving daily. The other 
one destined to be in spiritual matters, books, which I have recommended for 
a guide te the blind, alight tothem who your advancement in the knowledge of 
are in darkness, an instructor of the sacred history, and for familiarizing you 
oh and a teacher cf babes. There- to the Jewish manners, ceremonies, idi- 
Hes the ordinary rules of per- oms, he ought to use when ye have the 


picurty im respect of mtion, W hich in opportun! y of such assistances; but 


COMMIOd WITH CV¥eTy ¢ ther j ible Spx ake: ought always to remember, that the 
he ought to attendto, he miust advert want of them needs never impede your 
to thi particular, thet the tarms and progress, and consequently is no excuse 
reracee he - ple ys in has discourse be 


for your beingidie. leis a point of the 
rot beyond the reach of the inferior utmost consequence to young men, that 
reuks os peepee. Otherwise his preache we lay down to them a proper method 
we mm to the bulk of his audience but of employing their time, not m a Ctt- 
beating the air; whatever the discourse { , 


' rs¢ tain imaginary situation which one 
maw > if »? ; ’ ° . ‘ 3 . : j 
. moitseii, the speaner as to them, might devise or wish, but in tho-e ac- 
» bherer-w ebas a : 
2 anna 811 velny g brass ur a tual situations, im which the greater 
t *. c t 


» JO4- part of you have the probability of be- 
_ oom Th loeoees s given to 
Another partgiaph shall be @&: [have known directions given 


nelahl . A i ' students, which seemed to proceed en 
i iv bhi Wr . seer * 

’ WHICH the hypothesis, that they were to live all 
Our : sOF states the Qcdvantoces, their days in the midst of a library, 

ee | , ys a 
-_ Will arise trem that study where no literary production of any 
~ sae : ‘ . — e . e és 
oo? e scriptures, idependenths nar a w as Wanting. The neon » pager 
eran. ae of this was, that the impractibuity o 
. eth } . rete 
ake’ s che execution made all the sage direc 

at ‘ t\e raorn ' 


tious they received, to be almost as 50% 
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forgotten as given ; and even if they were 
not forgotten, as they could not be put 
in practice, for want of the necessary 
implements recommended, they would 
serve only as an excuse for idleness. I 
would as much as possible supply this 
defect; and allow me to add, 1 wouid 
deprive every one of you if I can, of 
that silly pretext for doing nothing, that 
vou have not books. [ insist upon it, 
that the young student while he has the 
Bible, may still be usefully employed,” 

‘the books, to which in the pre- 
ceding passage there is @ refer. 
ence, as recommended to the stu- 
dent in theology, are, besides the 
History and Antiquities of Josc- 

hus, Vitringa de Synagoga ve. 
tere, Reland de rebus Sacris Ju. 
drorum, Lewis’s Antiquities of 
tle Hebrew Republic, Godwin’s 
Moses and Aaron, Cunzus de 
reptblica Hebreorum, Bertram 
de republica Judaica, Buxtort’s 
Lexicon talmudicum and his Sy- 
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nagoga Judaica: and, as greater 
proficiency is made, Selden and 
Spencer. Our author subjoiys, 
to the enumeration of these books; 

“If you should not happen to meet 
with any of these for some time, I am 
far from thinking that great progress 
may not be made by your own applica- 
tion only, with the assistance of the ori- 
ginal languages, and the translation of 
the Septuagint. I would never have 
any young man, who has a tolerable 
capacity, and is willing to use it, to be 
discouraged for want of books.” p. 154, 
155. 

We will only add, that these 
* Lectures” of Dr. Campbell 
highly merit to be added to the 
list of Tracts on the ministerial 
character, which Dr. Toulmin 
has prefixed to his recent edition 
of the judicious, comprehensive 
and valuable Treatise of Mr, 
Mason, entitled ** The Student 


and Pastor.’? ae 


Arr. III. Cruelty to Dumb Creatures, a sinful Abuse of that 
Power originally delezated to Man, and inconsistent with the 
Christian character: a Sermon preached in the Churches of St. 


John and St. Mary Devizes. 


On Sunday, August the 16th, 


1807, at the request of the Rev. Henry Brindley, of Lacock, 


Wilts. 


On taking up a Sermon with 
this title, we little expected to 
find, at the very opening of it, 
what John Calvin styles **a bar. 
barous, insipid, and profane 
word",” the word TRINITY, star- 
ing usin the face in large capitals, 
But so it is. For the preacher, 
speaking of the creation of man, 
observes, that ‘‘here God puts, 
a it were, his own band to the 
work; and the blessed TRINITY 
iS Tepresented to us as determip. 
ing the creation of man, as aurex- 
traordinary work.—Let us make 


By the Curate of Devizes. 


8vo, pp. 23, Is. 


man in OUR image, after ouR 
likeness.’’—It follows, however, in 
the next verse, ** So God. created 
man in His OWN Mnage;”—But 
this, we suppose, it did not suit: 
the preacher’s purpose to intros 
duce. 

The preacher grounds 


his plea 
for humanity to dumb creatures 


on these two considerations ; 
‘* first, that they are all the work 
of God’s hands, and secondly, 
that the grant of dominion over 
them, which was given to man, 
constituted him only lord of the 


P ** Martin Luther says, it were better to call Almighty God, God, than Trinity. 
nd John Calvin says, the word Trinity is barbarous, igsipid, profane,’ ———Ben 


Mordecai’s First Letter, p. 75, 4to. Edit. 
a) 
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cteatares,-—not a despotig ty- 
raat;” and his reasoning on this 
ground scems, in gencral, to be 


jncontrovertible ; but when he ha- 
vards such remarks as the tollow- 
ing, he must not be surprised if 
they find it he $s. ready ucquics. 
cepce: “ whenever they, [the crea- 
tures} prove dangerous aod hurt. 
ful tu US, We should blame our- 
selves, and not them. We should 
remember that whey man io Pa- 
radise ceased to be obedient to 
his Maker, his upostacy was just 

ly followed by the rebellion ot 
those creabures, over which, when 
wpocent, he had an unresisted 
command. Therefore when they 
are stubborn ayd, refractory, we 
should not forget that the fall of 
man was the, cause: and if we 
have any sense.of our own condie 
tlon by halure, oY hope of mercy 
ourselves, the remembrance will 
arrest the uphited, amp of Cruel- 
ty.’’-—-Few, if is to he feaged, 
whl be Une instances, of; restraint 
from the cruel usage of any, stuh- 
born. and refragtory beasts produc. 
ed by this reflection. Mogg perti- 
nent i the obs rvation, that 
‘the righteous man, (who, as So. 
lomon re marks, regardeth the 
lite of his beast,) knowing that 
has beast. is equally sensible of 
pain with himself, wil not use it 
ma way he could not. justify, 
mM that beast could ex postulate 
with him for cruclty and ingra- 
utude,”? 

‘The preacher, in the next place, 
animacverts on that ** profana- 
hon of ‘the Chestian sabbath, by 
which the outtle are most cru ily 
deprived of thatrest, which a 
God of merey bath strietly com. 
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manded us toallow them 2m This 
1S certainly a growing evil, that 
calls foy more attention than js 
commonly pakl to it; and we 
shall rejoice to see it frequently 
brought before the notice of the 
public and severely reproved. 

‘khe benevolent preacher stig. 
matizes, moreover, **a very re. 
cent species of cruelty, which 
exceeds every thing of the kind 
we have ever heard of : -—-That 
the horse,’’? says he, ‘* which 
so nobly excels in courage and 
strength, Should be forced by its 
mercenary owner to go [in a li. 
nited time, ] a distance incredible 
without proof,—is an act of bar- 
barisin highly disgraceiul to civie 
lized Britain :’??—-And of — this 
cruelty he specifies, in a noty @ 
most horrid instance. 

Upon the whole, this sermon 
(atowance being made tor some 
exceptionable, because as they 
appear to us, unscriptural no- 
tions,) is well adapted to the oc. 
casion on which it was delivered. 

The title page informs us, that 
it was preached at the request of 
the Reverend Ilenry Brindley, ol 
Lacock, Wilts; and we under- 
stand that Mr. Brindley is the 
werthy clergyman who, in the 
year 1799, instituted a Lecture 
on the Sin of Cruelty towards the 
Brute. Cyeatures, which was de- 
livered for the first four years at 
Bath, and since that ume, has 
been preached at many diflvrent 
places. The complimen: which 
he pays those clergymen, W ho are 
so obliging as to undertake the 
office, is ‘Vhree Guineas a Lec- 
ture, 


















































Arr. IV. 
Addres$ delroered at Worshrp Strect, 
Baptism, by Immersion, of M.. Ite Littleter, one of the 


Israciitish Natton, on his Prate ssion of Christianity. 
ie prefixed un Acconit of Ais Conversion 


Second Edition. pp. 34. fvo. 

We noticed with appropriate 
respect M. Repos. vol, ili. Pp: 
574.) Mr. Evans’s sermon on the 
Time of Christ’s Appearance, This 
sermon, it appears, fell into the 
hands of Mr. Littleter,. an ine 
quiring Jew, who was convinced 
by it, that Jesus is the Christ. 
‘The great stumbling-biock to bis 
embracing Christianity had been 
the doctrine of the Trinity, Main- 
tained with so much pertinacity 
by so many Christian sects:—On 
finding however in a conference 
with Mr. Evans, that the divine 
Unity is no less taught in the New 
Testament than the old, his pre- 
judices vanished, and he ‘vow. 
éed his faith in Jesus by the apos- 


Ant. V. 


(;uodness in 


24ino. Feito pp. 18. Sd. 


The instruction of young per- 
sons in the principles and duties 
of religion is the most important 
branch of the duty of a Chris- 
tan teacher, Unitarian ministers 
are we believe behind none of 
their brethven in this good werk. 
If any be negligent in this parti. 
citar, we hope Mr. Turner’s ex. 
ample will weigh with them, His 


Arr. VI, 
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The Conversion oF God's anciert Peop te, the Jews. Bn 


Get. 2, 1808, anyon the 


To witch 
By Tokn ‘Evans, AM. 
1809, 


tolic ‘ceremony of baptism “by 
immersion, (M. Re pos, vol. ji. 
p. 574.) ‘Trinitarian Christiansy 
itis stated by the auther ina prea 
face, have not been able, nots 
withstanding their strenuous and 
continued efforts, to make a $erle 
ous impression upon the heart of 
a single Jew! 

The ‘* Address’’ fouhded on 
Rom. xi. 1. and turhing tiktaral. 
ly on the subject of the Convers 
sion and restoration of the Jews, 
is sensible afid animf&ted. 

To thi8 second editeon is iddéd 
“on aécount of a Rémah coin 
struck on the tiking of Jerusf.s 
lem,’’ and “ a description of the thi- 
umphal arch of Titus, at Rome.’ 


1s, Slicrwdod and Co. 


A 4 of Lectures on the Evidences of Wisdom and 
» Works of the Creator. 


By Willitn Turner. 
1808. 


classification of his catechuimens 
and his plan of lecturmg, as exe 
plained in the pretace to this little 
tract, we approve entirely: the 
syllabus betore as will be very 
siviceable to such ministers as 
wish to go, ia the course of theif 
imstruetions to the young, over 
the delightfal groand of natural 
thiéology. 


The Office of Reason in Religion, by John Clark, DD. 


Mini ister of the first church in Boston, Massachusetts, und Author 


of the * Answer to the Question, 


The * Answer to the question 
Why are you a Christian,’ is an 
inestimable little tract. “It is we 
hope SO ee omar known as to 
tender if needless for us to say 
any thing at present hy its favour. 
We therefore vuly observe that 


I hy are you a Christian?’ Eaton, 


this small publication, Which is 
éxtraci@éd from a sermon of Dr. 
Clark’s, is in every respect wortry 
of its author ; and deserves to be 
as generaily read as the other. 
The editor merits our fhattks for 
its publicatiun, 
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Art. VII. A Preservative against Umtarianism: in @ letter to 
Lant Carpenter, LL. D. occasioned by his Discourse, delivered 
at Bristol, before the Soctety of Umitarian Christians, established 
in the West of England, entitled ** Errors respecting Unitarian. 
ism considered; and Motives and Means for the Dissemination 


of it stated.’ 


Devon. 2mo, pp. 43. 


A candid but feeble attempt 
to refute- the doctrine of Dr, 
C’s. sermon by the scriptures. 
We thank Mr. Veysie for abstain- 
ing from all personalities and in- 
vectives; but we would remind 


Arr. VIII. 
Ina Letter to a friend. 


This popular tract is enlarged 
and improved in this edition by 
Mr. B. Flower, who has herein 
rendered an essential service to 
the cause of non-conformity. The 
** Answer’ seizes upon the mast 
objectionable parts of the esta- 
blished church, and urges objec. 
tions with much serousness and 
cogency of argument. Every 
Dissenter should be master of the 


By Daniel Veysie, B.D. Rector of Plymtree, 
Rivingtons. 


1809. 


him that if he means to engage 
in the Unitarian controversy with 
a chance of success, he must 
take the field with better weapons 
than long lists of unexplained 
texts, 


An Answer to the Enquiry, Why are you a Dissenter? 
Third Edition, wath Additions. 12me, 
pp. 3%. 4d. or 3s.0d. adozen. D., Eaton, 


1808, 


substance of this treatise; and 
every churchman should in jus. 
tice to himself be able to “ shew 
cause’? against it. ‘To an Unita. 
rian there is a solid reason of 
dissent not argued here, in the 
worship of the church of England 
being addressed to other objects 
than the God and Father of ou 
Lord Jesus Clirist. 
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VERSES 
Oceasioned by the new modelling and 
levelling of a church-yard, whereby the 
repomtories of the dead were disclosed, 
their dust scattered by the winds, and 


their boues left exposed and uncovered. 
Pya Weaver of Arbroath, whe till within 
a few months bod read none of the 


b nghes b Poets. 


Tn ancient times when Nature's light 


aoa 

With dubious ray and feeble lustre 
shone, 

The children still with pious reverence 
kept 


The haliowed ground where kindred 
ashes slept. 





The mossy cairn, the stone or shady 
tree 

Preserved their dust from all disturb- 
ance fiee. 

When Druids ceased to seek the mystic 
grove, 

And heavenly truth descended from 
above, 

No impious foot with sacrilegious tread 

Dared then profane the mansions of the 
dead : 

Such holy awe dwelt in sepulchral 
gloom, 

That ‘sacred as the temple, was the tomé. 

But now alas! from human breasts are 

fled 

The souls. that pitied, and the hearts 

that bled. 

















Cold and obdurate as the tempered stecl, 

Now they or cannot, or relus¢ to feel. 

No kind emotion rising on the soul 

Prompts the deep sigh, or bids the big 
tear roll; 

No past endearment brought to present 
view, 

Wakes on the mind and kiadles grict 

anew. 

Tho’ death’s dread arm spread devasta- 
tion wide, 

And friends like rain-drops fall on eve- 
ry side, 

Indifference looks with cold unmoistened 
eye, 

And callous nature never heaves a sigh. 

Laid in the grave, they in oblivion rot, 

Alike forgetting and alike forgot. 

Retentive memory, faithless to her trust, 

Hides with their ashes all she knows in 
dust. 

Tho” generous souls may doubt the 
muse’s theme, 

And deem the whole but idle fancy’s 
dream, 

That such there are who sympathy per- 
vert, 

Their ways can witness and their works 
assert. 


As mortal sight t’ external things 

confined 

Sees not what motives actuate the mind, 

Judgment mature by justice’ upright 
laws 

Must from the action trace the moving 
causes 

For acts like rivers, backwards traced 
will shew 

The pristine spring and source from 
whence they flow. 


"Tis thus ye sons of Scotia’s mountains 

bleak, 

‘Tis thus your works your hardened 
feelings speak. 

Yon churcheyard razed, ungracious decd! 
unfolds 

What meck-eyed pity with regret be- 
holds. 

Rudely uptorn from death's dark caverns 
drear, 

Strewed on the ground, your fathers’ 
bones appear; 

Coffins and skulls and sculptur'd stones 
be spread, 

Th’ insnited rebics of th’ unhonoured 
dead. 

Wo heaving turf in grassy verdure drest 

Now marks the place where kindred 

; ashes rest; 
} lands vilely rude, with due destructive 
sweep, 
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Headlone down hurl'd them from the. 
adjacent steep; 

Their human bones in sad confusion 
laid 

Lie thick as leaves beneath the beach- 
tree s shade, 

Or those of old which Buzi's son beheld 

When Zion's tribes from Palestine ex- 
pell’d, 

3y Cha dea’s rivers, in religious spleen, 

liung their mute harps upon the willow's 
green. 


Say, where shal now the mourning 
widow go 

To feed her sorrow and indulge her woe, 

When faichful memory to her view. dis- 


plays 

The by-past pleasures of her former 
days? 

Oft has she thro’ yon lonely church-yard 
strayed, 

At twilight hour, in sorrow’s garb ar 
rayed ; 

Beside the spot where her love’s ashes 
slept, 


Oft has she bawed and o'er the green 
turf wept: 

But now that spot no more her eyes can 
trace, 

No sacred mark points out the hallowed 
place, 

Razed his swoln grave, the stone uptorn 
that told 

How named, how loved, how honoured 
and how old. 


Perhaps even now some dutcous son 

returns 

From torrid climes where cease!ess sume 
mer burn., 

Where many a year with “ honour and 
applause,” 

He fou. ht in Britain’s and in Freedom's 
CAUSC: 

Oft had he wishsd (yet then his wish wa¢ 
vain) 

To sce his home and hail his sire again; 

But honour’s voice the kind inteat fore 


bade, 

His eountry’s interest still required his 
aid: 

At length, the long continued conflict 
o'er, 


Again he visits Britain's happy shore; 

Enraptured, homeward quick he bends 
his way 

With hopes elated and with spirits gay : 

Sweet are the scenes which fancy brings 
in view, 

Scenes old to memory, but by absence 
new 3 





oe 








on AG 


igi a ne 


a, 4 























































> 









292 Poetry. 


His home he sees in all its wonted Say were those ashes which you Porze 




































































charms, away, A 
His longing sire with ready opening Too mean to mingle with your noble: 
; arms; clay! 
' And oh! what rapture! sees the aged Or on that ground now mournfally rq 
man, newed, 
His grey locks trembling and his feae Where graves are ransacked and where 
tures wan, bones are strew'd, 
"Midst friends assembl’d draw his seat (When death, dread king, performs his 
more near high behest,) 
And bending low lean on his staff to Will ye sleep sounder? Will ye softer 


hear rest? 
Him talk of battles and exuiting tell, 
What foes were vanquished and what 

heroes fell! THE COTTAGE 
But to what changes stall must man - 

contiorm, 


What brightcning sunshine oft precedes 





_~— 


His BB so lO shave no dre be By the or of a stream, at the foot of 
His Py a him, but no father Ina “" cot that was join'dtos 
How acintte cheek, bow sickened was Lave Prova ‘mg with sweet smiling 
i Which ‘wecppalled oe And the neighbours caress’d them 


wherever they went. 
thunders roll, 


When now alas! cach dream of fancy por old Ralph was a man of devotion 
fled and truth, ' 


A sister's tears declare a father dead! == Who had walk'd with his God from the 
Silent and sad, by filial love imprest, morning of youth, 


He seeks the church-yard where hisashes 444 the close of his life, like an evening 
= —_— in May, 
Rest!—no :—they rest not now—upon ¢oom'd to promise the cloudless return 
the ground of de day. . 
The rude wind blowing scatters them 


" — . 
around ; , . His dear Mary, whom age had made 
No rising turf, no sculptur’d stone is languid and pale 


ee ee, ee 


nigh — Was once famed for her beauty, the rose 
To tell th' inquiring mourner where of the wilt: . 
they lie. She was pious and chearful, kind hearted 
When mad ambition drunk with hu- and free, 
: man blood ; And as steadfast in friendship as mortal 
Q’er mankind wiclds oppression’s iron could be. 


OU, 


Aod lawless power with arbitrary sway All her houschold affairs she could ma 


Makes trembling mortals her commands naxe with case, 
obey, And the joy of her heart was her hus 
Thea midst their troubles still. the band to please. 
wretched have, At the church, in the village, at market 
The hope of refuge in the peaccfub and fair, 
; grave ; They were known by the name of the 
4 Bus ye more rade, even there that rese old bappy pair. 
\wae deny, 
ae Not even the dead can unmolested lic. Bleaven blest them with children, but 
sth Ve ha dened M4 uls, f, ling Ti- took them again, ; 
wh nd ) unfeeling and ur Se that now, only Ralph aod his part 
“$8. Deaf to affection and to nature Blind, _ Scr remain; 
What pride, what 7 lek od one Their best hopes were on high, and they 


hope of pra fear’d net the grave, 
praise , was 
a dosd so base! mighty to save. 
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Poetry. 


When the stranger sat dow by the side A Trisyte to tie Memory oe 


of the way, 

Overcome by his toils or the heat of the 
day; 

Poor old Ralph would invite him, with 
hearty good will, 

To take rest in the cottage, that stood 
by the mull, 


When the cold bjasts of winter roam’d 
fearfully round, 

And the oaks of the forest were torn 
from the ground, 

When the snow-drifting cloud in the 
valley was spread, 

And the dar's shades of night fill'd the 
trav ler with dread ; 


In poor Ralph's little cottage a shelter 
he found, 


Where the neat blazing hearth shed its’ 


lustre around, 

While ia sweet social converse the night 
stole away, 

Aad the trav'ller forgot all the toils of 
the day. 


They had no secret hoards, for they 
pitied the poor, 

Aad the beggar was never refused at 
their door. 

Forty summers they liv’d on that sweet 
little. spot, 

Aad the owners of kingdoms might en- 
vy their lot 


Bat alas! unexpected, their old landlord 
died, 
Aad his heir, a young upstart, the vassal 
_ of pride, 
Said poor Ralph's little cortage.disfigur'd 
is grounds, 
For he there had determined to kennel 
his hounds, 


So the mill and the cottage were order’d 


away, 
And poor Ralph and:his.partoer no lon- 
, &er could stay. 
Tho’ resign’d yet they wept, as they 
walk'd up the bill, 
Whea the workmen began to demolish 
the mill, 


To the poor-house they: went, where 
cachevening they're seen, 
out of the window that. looks 
o'er the green, 
Where their cottage ance stood; and are 
. ft heard to say, 
While they sigh from the heart, Well a 
day! Wella day! 
. hi 


Miss Ann Finen. 


My Anna art thou REALLY gone! 


Thy gentle spirit ever fled ? 


And hast thou then explor'’d alone 
‘The darksome regions of the dead ? 


Thy call how sudden! swiftly flew 
Thy years nor halted in their flight ; 
But yet thy virtues like the dew 
Diffuse a fragrance thro’ the night. 


Thy bright example from the tomb, 
Shines with a lustre ne’er to fade : 
They who lament thine carly doom 
Can ne'er forget thy fleeting shade. 
Thy duties grew with length'ning days 
But well didst thou them all fulfil! 
‘Thy filial love new grace displays 
Attentive to a father’s will. 
Affection’s fire glow'd in thy breast 
With ail a parent’s anxious fear; 
Nor could a mother more have blest 
The obyje cts of thy prous care. 

To thee Gricf’s bitter cup was held, 
Yet was thy picty ¢’er warm ! 

And in thy life the world beheld 
Religion in her fairest form. 


Dear sainted maid thy memory lives, 
Pure Fricndship all thy virtues shrine; 
Be mine the path thy pattern gives, 
And O may thy rewards be mine ! 


AMICUS, 


Birmingham, 


April 9, 1809. 
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If bless’d with power— protect the weak, 


If young—the infirm secure, 
If well— compassionate the sick, 


If wealthy—teed the poor. 


Then wil! the God of Love bestow 
The choicest mental food, 

You'll feel] what Misers. never know, 
The bliss of doing good. 


And when the Power who joys to save 
Proclaims your guilt forgiven 

And calls the pris’ners of the grave, 
To liberty in Heaven; 


While by your new associates led 
To bow before the Throne, 

They 'litwine around your honoured head 
A Chaplet frem their own. \ 
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His home he sees in ail its wonted Say were those ashes which you Porte 


cuarms, away, ; 

His longing sire with ready opening Too mean to mingle with your noble 
arms; clay ! 

And oh! what rapture! sees the aged Or on that ground now mournfully ro 
man, newed, 

His grey locks trembling and his feae Where graves are ransacked and where 
cures wan, bones are strew'd, 

*Midst friends assembl’d draw his seat (When death, dread king, performs his 
more near high behest,) 

And bending low lean on his staff to Will ye eleep sounder? Will ye softer 
hear rests 


Him talk of battles and ecxuiting tell, 

What foes were vanquished and what 
heroes ell! THE COTTAGE 

But to what changes till must man ore 
cohiorm, 





What brightening sunshine oft precedes en 
’ ‘ 
His OF ay ates inn die By the oy of a stream, at the foot of 
His Prey an him, but no father at “se cot that was join'd toa 
lem ashe hie diac, how sickened wan Liv'd prove | blest with sweet smiling 
the soul And the neighbours caress'd them 


Which umappalled heard war's loud 


thunders roll, 


When now alas! each dream of fancy por old Ralph was a man of devotion 
fled and truth, ' 


A sister's tears declare a father dead ! Who had walk’d with his God from the 
Silent and sad, by filial love imprest, morning of youth, 


He secks the church-yard where hisashes And the close of his life, like an evenmg 
Fest=— ' in May, 
mer wen a“! rest Not NOW—UPON Secm'd to promise the cloudless return 
tne proune of t roa da - . 
The rude wind blowing scatters them ) 


aA . 
' arouUns ; , _ His dear Mary, whom age had made 
No rising turf, no s culptur d stone is languid and pale, 


wherever they went. 


| nigh sito Was once famed for her beauty, the rose 
To tell th inquiring mourner where of the wile: . 
they lic. She was pious and chearful, kind hearted 
Wher mad ambition drunk with hu- and free, 
man blood | And as steadfast in friendship as morta? 
Qer mankind wiclds oppression’s iron could be. 


rod, 
Acd lawless power with arbitrary sway All her household affairs she could ma 
Makes trembling mortals her commands naxe with case, 

obey, And the joy of her heart was her hus 


Thea midst their troubles stil] the band to please. 
wretched have, At the church, in the village, at market 
Fhe hope of refuge in the peaceful and fair, 
grave ; They were known by the name of the 
Bus on rude, even there that rest old happy pair. 
bv, 


Not even the dead can unmolested lie. Beaven blest them with children, bot 


Ye Bardened souls, unfeeling and un- took them again, 


isd, Se that now, only Ralph and his part 
Deaf to affection and to nature Blind acr remain; 
What prile, what passion, or otter Their best hopes were on high, and they 
hope of praise fear’d net the grave, 
Could prompt your hearts to work a For they lean’'d on an arm that was 
a deed so base! mighty to save. 































































When the stranger sat down by the side 
of the way, 

Overcome by his toils or the heat of the 
ae ae 

Poor old Ralph would invite him, with 
hearty good will, 

To take rest in the cottage, that stood 


by the mill. 


When the cold bjasts af winter roam'd 
fearfully round, 

And the oaks of the forest were torn 
from the ground, 

When the snow-drifting cloud in the 
vailey was spread, 

And the dark shades of night fill'd the 
trav Ver with dread ; 


In poor Ralph's little cottage a shelter 
he found, 

Where the neat blazing hearth shed its 
lustre around, 

While in sweet social converse the night 
stole away, 

Aad the teav'ller forgot all the toils of 
the day. 


They had no secret hoards, for they 
pitied the poor, 

Aad the beggar was never refused at 
their door. 

Forty sumnvrs they liv’d on that sweet 
little. spot, 

Aad the owners of kincdoms might en- 
vy their lot 


Bat alas! unexpecteri, their old landlord 
died, 

Aad his heir, a young upstart, the vassal 

ride, 

Said poor Ralph's little cottage:disfigur'd 
his grounds, 

For he there had determined to kennel 
his hounds, 


So the mill and the cottage were order’d 


away, 
And poor Ralph and:his.partner no lon- 
, ger could stay: 
resign’d yet they wept, as they 
walk'd up the bill, 
Whea the workmen began to demolish 
the mill, 


To the poor-house they: went, where 
cachevening they're seen, 
ng our of the window that. looks 
o'er the green, 
Where their cottage ance stood; and are 
oft heard to say, 
they sigh from the heart, Well a 
day! Wella day! 
Chester, J.  - 


Poetry. 


A Taisyvte To tire Memory oer 
Miss Ann Fincn. 


My Anna art thou reatty gone! 
Thy gentle spurit ever fled ? 

Aud hast thou then explor’d alone 
‘The darksome regions of the dead ? 


Thy call how sudden! swiftly flew 
Thy years nor halted in their flight ; 
But yet thy virtues like the dew 
Diffuse a fragrance thro’ the night. 


Thy bright example from the tomb, 
Shines with a lustre ne’er to fade : 
They who lament thine early doony 
Can ne'er forget thy fleeting shade. 
Thy duties grew with length‘ning days 
But well didst thou them all fulfii! 
‘Thy filial love new grace displays 
Attentive to a father’s will. 
Affection’s fire glow'd in thy breast 
With all a parent’s anxious fear; 
Nor could a mother more have blest 
The objects of thy pious care. 

To thee Grief’s bitter cup was held, 
Yet was thy picty cer warm ! 

And in thy life the world beheld 
Religion in her fairest form, 


Dear sainted maid thy memory lives, 
Pure Fricndship all thy virtues shrine; 
Be mine the path thy pattern gives, 
And O may thy rewards be mine! 


AMICUS, 


Birmingham, 


April 9, 1809. 





Tur Duty anpd REWARD OF @ 
CurisTIAN, 


If bless’d with power — protect the weak, 


If young—the infirm secure, 
If well—compassionate the sick, 
If wealthy —teed the poor, 


Then wil! the God of Love bestow 
The choicest mental food, 

You'll feel what Misers. never know, 
The bliss of doing good. 


And when the Power who joys to save 
Proclaims your guilt forgiven 

And calls the pris’ners of the grave, 
To liberty in Heaven ; 

While by your new associates led 
To bow before the Throne, 

They 'litwine around your honoured head 
A Chaplet frem their own. " 
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MONTULY RETROSPECT OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS: 


OR, 
The Christian's Survey of the Political World. 


*" Tur voice of thy brother’s blood 
ricth to me from the earth.’ Oh! that 
this verse were made the text for every 
church in Christendom, till mankind 
were brought to a due sense of the va- 
luc of human life! How dignified does 
man appear, when we view him asa 
rational being, endued with powers so 
far superior to the brute creation! how 
is he degrad d when influenced « nly by 
brut 1 pa sions, and d troyin: human 
Life with the ingenuity, that might be 
employed to so much beiter purposes! 
The plains of Bavaria have been drench- 
ed in blood. A most horribic carn gc 
has been made. The destroying angel 
has mowed down ranks of men; and, 
when inqu ition is made for blood, to 
whose account shall it be laid? ‘This is 
a most syolemn question, but amidst the 
din of arms can it be heard? Man is 
given up to the dominion of his passions, 
and vielence and blood are the conse- 
quence. Both sides cannot be right; 
where are the preachers of peace and 
good-will towards men? Why is it, that 
we call ourselves Christians and yet suf- 
fer ourselves to be led away by similar 
passions, as laid waste ‘the heathen 
world? This is a melancholy question, 
and comes home to all our hearts. How 
out! t we not to lower ¢ ur-clves at the 
throne of Almighty grace, when we 
reBcct upon these disorders! and surely 
w due consideration of them would lead 
us toa better observance of o1 r Saviour’ s 
words; “ By this shall all men know 
that my disciples, if ye love one 
another 


in justification of her conduct, and the 
French emperor has laid before the 
world the rrounds of his pro ceedings. 
Who shall decide between them? Will 
the blood of a hundred thou-and men, 
the barning of cities, the murders of 
women and chidren make thr question 

r? Horrible though:! In this age 
of the world men are to be taught the 
bret roduments of humanity. The de- 
tail af the w hole proceedings must shock 
every fechne mind. Pare for severa] 


divs decided the fate of she great con- 
test, ard: warrior will cxplore with 
as oc Rs fantancous C4iect ail 


of the French emperors plans. What 
were the schemes of the arcduke’s it js 
difficult to determine; those of the 
French emperor are now sufficiently ob. 
vious, and it is manifest, that the mas 
necuvres of his adversary gave him eve. 
ry advantage. 

It seems to have been in the power of 
the Austrians to determine the time and 
the mode of the attack; and it was made 
upon a very large scale. The grand 
army marched from’ Vienna into Bava. 
ria, and detachments of very great mag- 
nitude took the road to Italy and to War- 

aw. No resistance scarcely was made 
in the beginning to either body, and 
1ews arrived in England of successes in 
every part, which excited very sanguine 
hopes in those, who entertained a fa- 
vourable opinion of the strength, disci- 
pline and courage of the Austrian ar- 
mics, and the skill of the commander. 

In the mean ‘time the French emperor 
was meditating his deadly blow. As to 
the detachment towards Warsaw, he 
looked upon it as hors du combar, as $0 
many men lost to his adversary, whose 
success was of no conse quence: As whate 
ever ground they now trod over, they 
must retrace, if his plan was successful. 
The detachment into Italy made consi- 

derable progress, advanting as far as 
Padua and Verona, and consequently 

being so far distant from the main 
body, that it wes incapable of rendering, 
it in due time any assistance. Against 

the main body, then, the whole at- 

tention of the French emperor was di- 
rected, satisfied that his generals would - 
keep the Italian army of his adversary 

in check, and perfectly secure as to the 

Warsaw detachment. At the time ap- 
pointed in his own mind he flew like an 
eagle from Paris, and found himself at 
the head of an army, composed of 
renchmen, Bavarians and Wirtem- 
burgers. ‘The Austrians covered the 
plains between Ratisbon and Landshut. 

The disposition of their troops 1s not 
known; but wherever Buonaparte ap-- 
peared, Victory attended his steps, and 
atter five days fighting in various places, 
the Archduke fied across the Danube, 
aud others of his troops fell back apon 


Au tria 7 he French emperor had one 







































































he 


plan in vicW, and leaving the fugitives to 
the north of the Danube to the care of 
generals, he per ued the Austrians to 
sheir territories, and gave them another 
complete de feat on their own borders. 
The way was now open to Vienna, 


’ 


and t} iswa evidentis the fir t point, on 
which he fixed his place of repose, and 
this point h reached ou the nal ch ol 


Mav. Thus the south of the Dam bh 
was in a manner completely in his pos- 
session. the troops in that quarter in 


Germany and Austria were completely 
routed and dispersed, and his generas 
had driven back the Italian army of ju 
iry. The future acts of the cam- 
paign tune must cd velope, but there 
seems littie reason to beli Ve, that the 
Archduke will be able to make any great 
stand against the enemy. He is now 
separated by the Danube from the great- 
er part of his resources. Bohemia lies 
open to him, but in his rear are th 
French, and Buonaparte can easily cross 
over the Danube at. Vidona and oppos 
him with a superior force. In fact hi 
situation ismost deplorable, and his bro 
ther’s empire seems to lie completely at 
the meicy of the conqueror. 

licre the mind naturally pauses to re- 
flect onthe vicissitude of human affan 
The cotints of Hapsburg were onc 
men of little name, but they rose by 
d grees, tili thev established them-elve 
to be the greatest family in Europe. A 
ew years aco Buonaparte would not 
have been a Inutted at their court; he 
would have been regarded with con- 
tempt by the majority of the courtiers, 
i he had visited Vieuna as a lieutenant 


I 


inthe French army. He is now rai-ed 
‘o such a summit of glory, that kings 
are i his tram, and an emperor must be 

uppliant to him for future ubsis ence. 
Arue is at, that God civeth the dominion 
to whomsvevcr he pleases, and vain i 
he bocst ol any son of mien, that his 
glory shall continue. Still wi'l the bu- 
man race be infected with pride, and the 
descendants of a 5 jonapartes famiy 
may hereatter exhibit the same scenes ot 
MDECIUty, as have been seen im th 
3 urbons and the Hapsburge. * "The re 


‘0us inivlerance, which has marked 
both thos famuhes, renders thar fail 
Sab ouject of pity, yet dime must di - 
Cover, whether the new dynasty wail 
rule uy m better principles. 
Whilst Buonaparte is giving law at 
‘cha, the Kussians are advancing 
*gaumst the Turkish empire. ‘lhey have 
Preceded their march with a dyclasation 
VoL. iy, , ” 
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of war, and the pretext seems to be ve- 
ry futile. ‘The disturbed state of Tur- 
key is however the grand reason for ai- 
tack, and it is not improbable, that we 
hall now soon see developed the plans 
of the meeting at Erfurt. It will be 
an extraordinary phenomenan, if the 
Austrian and Turkish dominions shou'd 
be dismembered at the same time. 
There is space between the Danube and 
the Grec.an part of the Mediterrancan 
for the erection of new kingdoms, and 
the p'an of the jiate empress of Russia 
may be realized, and a Russian be seat- 
ed on the throne of Constantinople. 
Phe times teem with prodigious events, 
ad a grom conflict inust be endured be- 
Ol Greece b restored to the civilized 
wo d 

Whilst feats of arms call our atten- 
tion to one part of hurope, the north 
presents a scenc of a different natue. 


A kine has been -et aside from his throne 


without scarcely any tumult, and his 


u»jects have met together to form a 
ew constitution, and to redress «the 
rievances which they -uffered under his 
inismianagenient, ihe diet has been 
assembled in sweden: the king’s resig-= 
nation of his crown has been received: 
they have set him aside and all his fa- 
mily for ever; the duke of Sudermauia 
remains the regent, and i. expected to 
be the king: but he has not as yet ag- 
umed the rith , Ana Waits ull the dict 
has determined in what manner in future 
the kingdom shall be governed. To 
tho e, who believe cat KiDes tule by 
rig he divine, that t! ey are answerable 
only to the supreme beiy for thar con- 
duct, that the whole business of subjects 
in relation to po itics external or internal 
is contained in one word, obey; this will 
appear to be a most horrible transaction: 
but on the other hand they . who have a 
more enlarged view of Uungs, and con- 
template the reciprocal relanion of king 
and subjects, and that a whole kas dom 
is pot to be ruined for the sake of a sin- 
gle individual and bis jamily, aud wha 
moreover reflect, that whatever may 
havi been the theo ics of political Vv riter ’ 
or the maxims advanced in state declara- 
tions, still the susiery, of the world is 
filled with the dep sithon: of kinys by 
thear subjects, in uncivilized states, gene- 
rally accompanied with violence and 
murder, and in ahiyher degree of civili- 
zation with different degrees of order in 
their proceeding, persers, who reflect on 
the state of things past and present, wi! 
not capriciously condemn the Swedip 
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would have been ken: 
false policy p and thonoh 
1}, 


nNamMm + ’ . ar fe } 
pain cou'd be preserved only by the peo. 


evarl 


| ot ther: nh. 


Portucal } ived effectn: <i. 
ance from this countt ind Oporto kh 
Leen rescued fromthe hands of the French 

engag ment } t Ken pl ce betwee 
our army and the French under Sayle 


, ; 
whic’: the latter wa 


h 


cor 
what numbers were ved 9s Un- 
certain, The state of th 
country 1 


not ascerftaired, nat 


some reason to apprehend, that the arm 
mder Victor may make an at pt up- 
on Lisbon If however the Portugues 
should really excrt th ves, there can. 
not be i doubt of th ira? ty to preserv 
the count 1 British activity may 
mal a considerable « i t 
north « ' » fa ( he Snanist 
[ 

i is 

\ ry Ist \ yf on were G¢%.- 
atine burroy we ow tried wit 
tye ’ Ws, t} ‘ +} ‘ Tn» ¢ is Weert 
this country and America were com- 
pletely healed, and that the usual ties 4 
friendship were renewed. Various pi 


’ 


pers on th: ubtect 
emba 


were printed, th 


adoi 's nanic Wi fixed to them, 


, : | 
and it wa certain tnata nevociatl » had 
t ’ lent 
taken place. and as far as th esident 
; 
ol t! > Tlryite } \» ile rial tn einow. aor 
' } ! shone 
of Envland were concerned, ever ng 
had } 1 ratified 11) a ’ m ¢ order 
fo our great surprise and price we s ‘ 
irned, that the British m rchants Rad 
rec ved t . ¢ d sath i? n Oo 
tic partofr: Stcrs toe proce gy 
’ 
’ / ' w f ward d | in tb 
House of Lords, yur embassador had 
eh or 1S a te i} wih 
In teas iF ficulties im ¢ rranges 
Ty. , +} 4 " if ‘ pr *,udGe 
», } c 
parti raccol no i mn; wiier eoam 
hes tt must ay ver. buf every fnend 
tol counry wil reeret, that at y 0d- 
| 
sta should be in the way ol that cor 
} ™- . eo ohes Iwan 
a a, ? I evidenti' he a 
t of bor! tri entertam te 
Wil 3 i h qr 
. ’ , lm 
{ cholvy intellicence has reacnee 
us fron rac ti Pariivt a 
Do go have shocked ¢ on oli 
, mind " eV rv , . airy at 
: 
‘ ol ot I ue . 
cite the mos: lively sensations. Ad me 
suit > ' h , » nom tated LTION ss 
. . . ras 
the | ks in Tamaica;: private mectily 


been holden; leader ive becn 3p 
snted. and men heen exercised. 5% 
MCG, ANG Mich Pcch CAC CAMs 
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heads of the conspiracy have been 
How far the } lot 
hen we 


i stice. 
extended is not known; but 

ae 
consider the number of blacks tn the 


brought to 


<P WiISe 


idand, it is evident that the greate 
dom is requi ite to prevel contusion. 
The love of iiberty 1s in:planted in the 
human breast; and, when a favoura)le 
opportunity occurs, all men, whatever 
their colour, will rise against those, who 
are oO! who are deemed to be their op 
pressors ‘The manner in which slavery 
was first introduced into the West Indies, 
isa disgrace to the christian name: but 
now itis established, it is the duty of 
christians to take care, that in remedy 
lug the gricvance, greater evils should 
Lhe gradual increas 
barricr be- 


tn he incurred, 
of free blacks might forma 
} ’ - ? ’ ; 
rween tic WV hites and the slav » 40d us 
no new slaves are to be imported thx 
then le i fro il t! 


anger to {. appl 
] ’ a 


slaves will be ri udually = duamiass 
Whilst there are hopes held out of liber- 
ty in the most practicabl manner, we 
may expect, that with good imstruction 
and proper attempts at civi ation, amd 
the introduction of real christianity ; the 
lave may be pre erved from those ex 
sses, Which are equally ruinous to him- 
seit. and his employers. 
At home a circumstance has occ: mre 
much talked of in the hicher circles, an 


} Yr) “es 


Wilt his olimportance a COnNNCeTCUu W 


sin lite. 


bledord has been guuty of adulter and 
adultery afflicting two families, his own 
uiic hac y ¢ ih the sevcre € MMdunee.. 
h tl julterer and th lul 
children. lL he adu't mr now ith 
with the adulterer, and che brother ef th 
adulteress thous hit at rie accordm r to 


usual lawsof that wicked fa 10 ’ 
which prevails in the higher clases, to 
attempt to murder the adulterer, giving 
him at th same tim an equal chan Ol 
committing murder. ‘The 


COrrespoli- 
sion hasbeen pullish- 


on this 0 
swith great pleasure w 
ved, that the adulterer, a man of un- 
. it a brave ry, and who has distin 
shed himeelé very remarkably in uv 
ld to his other 
crimes, that of murder. We could have 
, thar he had given a_ better 


is 


| re, { — 
M OF Dattic, rciused toa 


feason tor his conduet on this »4 be 
A, that wn his contrition for his first 
ry ’ ’ ; - 

crime he had added; how shali I sin far- 


: igamst God, by aiming a blow 
a. 2 ; : 
your tl How cau this eXpiate my 


reive von rational satisfaction ¢ 


nately the plot was discovered, and the 


State of Pul li Affar «, 997 


We rejoice, however, that the unhappy 
man would not increase his guilt, and 
hat he has had the courage to decline 
th if appeal toarns, to whi h fashionable 
folly has eiven the nome of honour, but 
which must excite the pity and contempt 
of al, who are not hurried awwy in the 
vortex of «i lj ation, and have time to 
reflect on the state of man after this life. 
The question of a reform in the re 
presentation of the people has been 
much agitated both within and without 
the house, and very extraordinary lan 
ruave has been described in the papers. 
to have been held in the house upon this 
occasion. ‘Lhe most opprobrious names 
and the worst motives are said to have 
') y assigned toe the reformers, a third 
class now 1n the state, 


and conduct by no means give occasion 


whose language 


forthe epichets which have been bestowed 
on them. Under this class of reformers, 
we must comprehend many large coun- 
tie.. cities and boroughs, which in thei 
pub ic meetin: s, have unanimously des 
cided that the state of the representation 

rfect and requires reform, 
e completely justified in thet 
assert Lb iat have come 
out in the House of Commons; for when 


it has been allow by ministers them- 


selves, that a seat in parhament h 
t of b rtct 


sDecNn 


nade by a minister a subj 


! 
for a place in India, and munisters have 
been accused of selline a seat in parliae 
a as . 
ment, and requiring resignation of the 
meruiber for not voting with chem i the 


lL) of York au tion, ho longes 
G t can remain in the mind of an hoe 
nest man, that whatever facilitates tis 
ide of corr » ought to b toppe d. 

j reformers have plainly tated their 
! va [hey stat that vy the rot- 

t ! t yurhs, the i ion ot the public 
ve is stifled, and the lecitimate use 


of a Hou ¢ of Commons rendert 1 abore 
tive. Avan t th u, an unmeaning ery 


ind chiefly by those who-e in 


is rated, 
terest it is to preserve abuses, and who 
fatten on corruption. 


Not only in the meetings of counties 
nd corps rate bodies, but, as is usual in 
1 land, at public dinners, the ques‘icn 
nsidered, and at a great public 
it which Sir Francis Burdett pre 


en hundred 


kt 


upwa ds of fourt 


Sidi Ki ana 
ns attended this mecting fiom all 


1 < Ma 


rtsof England. Ontits cca ion @ se. 


. of reso utions was unanimously 

I d, expressing the sense of the com- 

pany on the state ot t sroesenratron, 
{ mn ul the neces v of anend 


Sa Saye 


Fa 
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ie 


re will 
WO} a by t county of M ldies 
and city of London, and be fo.lowed by 
vilar bodies. At this meeting, Mr. 
Wardic, I ord Cochra: eC, al d Mr. Ma- 
dock. expressed decidedly theip opimien 


on this subrece. and with Sir Prancis 

Parcdett, may he cousidere to he ione to 

the third party in the Hou-e of Com- 

mons, or that party which without re 
‘ , 


teres to the question wheis the nue 
nister, or aimung ata pace, are desirous 
of put t } wd of the nm. eron. 
i the House f Commons several 
it int questions were cis ussed. In 
twoot them which pcrs ally affected 
; ' ninist were triumphane. 
la of them Lord Castlereagh was 
accused and conf Il that he had been 
engavcd pegociating a seat of parhta- 
ment for a wriuer-hip in India, and in 
eh othe: Mr; let eval and Lord Cas- 
eeh were involved in an accusation 

ot having sold a seat in parliament. 
lis puve fise to a very important de- 
bate on the rith of May, unportant as 


it shew tate of partics in the house 
L th nents entertained by the 


TAcrs Of f parties unecet tl pre ent are accused of a crimc, ahd the charge 
and the lat ! sterson the ubject of remains unre i ed. 
_ . - - ->- —-i- 
rauy. ' a * . 
INTELLIGENCE. 
—— 
ANNUAL ASSEMELY OF GENERAL BAPTISTS. 

Ihe Ges Davtist-, accor rto the individuals coin posing them have 
tras ent TOM, assel ‘ the been in w 107} ¢ and that whenever he 
M. “s n \ treer, Shor members of a denomination have deen 
ditch, on ¢ fucsday un Wotsun ‘k, unknown and indifferent to cach other, 
Nay 25d te te the interests of the the denomination has declined and los: 
deue th f \ MODY is A VO. its existet 
lustary assocration; it cives advice ¢ ly The public service in the morning 

Lo NO" bsst ck it a icttto was begun by the Rev. J Evans; the 
imdivatual churches to follow it, advice Rev. Steph : Philpot, prayed ; and the 
OF to Gepart Wat, to Odset us ree Rey. J. Jeflercy, of Billingshurst, Sus 
guistions of disregard them. “The prin- preached from E.cdestas, xi.6. The 
ciple of the Assembly as the right of object of the preacher was to shew the 
Pr vat Ndyrment, » sett ? Tenney dilticulties, duties, encouragemcnt and 
we €very -ourch to Manage its own cons rewards of religious teachers. Elis dis 
Corns ;-- ' ¥ of itis ats being an course was liberal and manly, and W 
act of riclowsiip, ts serving delivered. [t gave general and grea 
a sate ‘Ss - pe joinca in a request to ie oe 
' dl eee ON I 8 umen publish it, and subscribed for a consider 

, Cel tical hese ry shew. th wt able mumbe: of COPics iA } eos 


vive Lovrished in proportion as 






































chie puel and i ol { ( sf 
as soon as they hed delivered their 

timents of reprobation on the mode 
pursued by the mover, who after a little 
debate, moved that the hous 
Wednesday next, resolve itvelf into a 
columittee, to examine into the nature 


i 


conded by Sir ¥. Burdett, anc supported 
by Mr. Curwen, Biddu ph, W htbread, 
Lord Folkestone, Sir A. Hi 
Mr Wilberforse, and opposed by M: 
Cartwright, Sir Charles Morgan, M 
Giddy, Tierney, Bathurst and Wine 


of the charges. The motion was s- 
b | 


] , 
WON aie 


‘ham. 


For the motion were — 8§ 
Acainst it _ — 320 


Majority in favour of the ministers 233 
In this opinion the nation we are con- 
fident does not agree with the house 
and if the votes of its constituents were 
taken, there would be a majority of a 
least a hundred to one in favour of an 
investigation, and in fact the ministers 
are by this decision ofthe house, pla 


im a very awkward situation. Ihey 


' . 
. . TT ‘ ‘ itu0! 
Sia Wishiny to proticee bic’ pus see 4 


o 














Jatellic: nce. 
are informed that copies may be ordered 
of the Rev. J. Marsom, 211, Hieh 
Holborn, w ho has undertaken to su- 
perimtend the subscription. . " 

The members of the As embly, with 
many of their friends, dined together to 
the number of nearly filty, at the Lon- 
don Tavern. At this mectiny some 





hniiarian } é nd. say 


Education Sox ety, under the Rey, John 
Evans, of Istington; the only seminary 
fer ministers in this denomination, and 
indeed the only hberal academical in- 
stitution in and about the metropolis. 
It was yenerally agreed we believe, that 
every friend of the Society, should en- 
d uvour to procu e new subscribers to 


conversation took place on the best it against the next Assembly. () 
means of supporting the General Bu ptisi 
—— 


UNITARIAN FUND. 


We sit down with inex pressible plea- 
reto describe the anniversary of thi 
Institution, holden according to custom, 
the Wednesday in Whitsun-weck, 


We wish that we could 


Alay 24th. 
onvey an adequate idea of the meetin, 
our readers! le wiil we believe be 
vy, very long remembered, and Scrve, 
as long as itis remen bered, asa stimuiu: 
to the zeal of many, whether connect 
or unconnected with the Fund Forme: 
weetings had been in the highest degre¢ 
leasant and encouraging, but this sur- 
passed them ali! “Though now mere re- 


porters of the proceedings of the day, 
= 4 
. 


It nN 


we must be indulged if we be seized 
vith some of that enthusiasm which we 
honestly confess transpoited us with joy 
whilst engaged‘ia them. . 
The Society assembied, agreeably to 
idvertiiement at Mr. Vidler’s chapel, 
Parhament Court, at ri o'clock in rhe 
forenoon. Religious service was opened 
by ths Rev. Jame. Lyons, late of Hull, 
now of Chester, who read the sc ipture 
aud prayed. ‘The sermon tothe Socicty 
was then preached by the Rev. Thom ‘s 


Rees, minister of New ington Gi 
The Rev. Sampson Kingsford, ef Can 
terbury, concluded in prayer. The con- 
regation was respectable, and the col- 
ikction at the doors satisfactory. 
Vir. Rees’s text was very a} 1 ropriite 
Philip i. a7, 28. Stand fast in one spirit, 
th one mi /, striving together } r thi 
auth of the gospel, and in nthing terrified 
by your adversaries. The discour< was 
Qmimated | ur ce rrect, manly buc inbe ral, 
pain but Impressive. . 

On proces ding to business after ser- 
vice, Nir. Wim. Frend was called to 
the chair. ‘I'he secretary, Mr. Aspland, 
fad, in the hearing of as many of the 
congregation as chore to stay, the Fifth 
Report of the Commiitize, which took up 
nearly an hour in reading. It appeared 
to give great satbsfaction, If there was 
less of novelty 


Sy there Was Chou 


in it than in some pre- gal expe 


rratify the best feelings ef the subscribe 
ers. he finances of the Society were 
described to be in a very flourishing 
state. A particular detail!) was given of 
Mr. Wright's labours, and it adminis- 
tered the tiveiicst pk sure to the Society 
to learn that this gentleman was engaged 
to take, with n alew weeks, a missionary 
tour of three months wm S.otfand. The 
of MM. (Orsaurne, ot Scham, excited 
particular attention;—he had been per- 
secuted and prosecuted at law by a Cal- 
vinistic faction and brought off triumph- 
antly by the exertions of the commit- 
tec. — Lhe Report was unanimously 
adopted; and i being stated by the se- 
cretary that the printing of the Reports 
was expensive, and that when printed, 
they could not be conveyed but with 
great trouble and afier a lapse of une, 
to the country subscribers, i was unani- 
mou-ly resolved, that the substance of 
it should be published in the Monruary 
Reposrrory, under the Cirection of the 
Committee, who alo should be request 
ed to insert in the same work, with per- 
mission of the Editor, such accounts of 
the Fund and such extracts from the 
Journals of the mis.ionarics, as they, 
from: time to time, should deem expe- 
dient. ‘the greater part of the. sub- 
scribers are readers of the ATonthly Pe- 
pository, and by this means a lively in- 


, 
i 
’ 


terest w.ll be kept up, as to the measures 
of the society, throughout the year. To 
all the well-wishers to the Fund it muet 
be p'easing to know esp cially that they 
will not have to waita year for informa- 
tion concerning Mr. Wright's mtended 
journey, hut will have the particulars 
jaid before them almost as soon as they 
are reporied ¢ the Coumnttec—I he 
proceedings of the committee in the case 
of Mr. Gisburne were afterwards fully 
di.cusced, and it wae reso ved, on the 
motion of Ar. Rutt, that the subscriber« 
fully approve of them, w#d that the !e. 
nences incur lin iM. Guburne’s 


defence be recommended to be defrayed 
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! verty, 2nd 


w toessed =its power riul and s ‘ 
Po2. rf > a — 

efleces—Mr. Rat introcuced ¢ 

com. pany the name of two ger 

men whom fr m the eim lurity oO; ft 

‘ ? , 

objects pursucd by them he ventured te 
mite, tho’ one must be supposed to he 
sent th othe r was know nm to is 


, 
present; viz. The Fedtror of th 
. . 


fonthly R pr tory, andthe secretary of 
ehe U. F. the Rev. Robert Aspland 
Mr. A. said ti Fditcr of ti M. R 
+ 

wa 4 ti, th pt : r( . ’ m > \, , 
to answer for hin { As secretary ol 
the U. F. Mr. A. dwelt a tittle upon ¢ 

neo< rag r Pro j ct of tne mierty 
It had rapid bar sed everv vear and 
woul doubt increase more and mor 


much as others astonished at it. prospe- 
rit At every successive am iversafy, they 
were readv to ask, whether the Act of 
William and 
were repealed : ‘The present meeting had 
brought a great accession of numbers 


Mary agaliist Dbiaspnemy 


and strength to the Fund; and w 
numbers and tre: concludes 
A., are employed in the cau 


{ 
, Z 
and Virtue, no good man can help for 
— 


"nev andr jolene in tte re ——— 
°* : 1.? } ) 
Ir, Brend « the health of el af 


T. Rees, the preacher, being drunk by 
the company, rose to remark upon a 


centiment in the sermon thor pleased him; 
yer ee 
Viz. that there was a great and obviou 
= rence octWeen ignorance and want 
of learning. A man mivht not bea scho- 
‘ . . : 

ar aand yet be a well informed man; a: 


he mivht not be a well-informed man 
.0Ug hn a scholar. Po teach regi nre- 


YORK Af 
Onthe 9th instant, at the request o! 
‘ne committee of the congrevation « 


Protestant Dissente:«, of the New M 


iy, i Birm 1 nan »> a ecrmion + 
preached irom Nlat 27. bY ti irc 
Tahn . { 
pohn Kentish, ot their ministers, in 
favour of the abo iar It wa 
ve Judi oOriate bald 
' 

> , 
Tat a Gisce “Ms mMuivered it iu : 

cogth and ines b}he up port- 
ance of the institution. for which M 


Kentish Was ap ady sca 





















































‘ ! , t towards the 
4 it f rl} New esta- 

t. Ar sanie time the province 

I iroine wes d ribed and its trae 

Iness ited on ——- ir. Mord 

dd ithe company for the Commit- 
tee, and A y on b r’ y A nded te 
as the originator of the Unitarian Fund, 
th Preasurer, finally stated to th 
meeting thet a considerable pumber ol 
new names of subscribers had been ab- 
tained im th rac of the dav, and thar 
! re than SIXty uine is had been sub- 
rcbed on account of AM» (5) thurwme. 


(hos gentleman's case will be more par- 
tr lat y described im the substance of 
the Report that will appear in the Mooth- 
ly Repository ; mean-time i! any gentie- 
men sent from the meeting wah t 


testify their abhorrence of persecution by 


contributing to the object so unanunousiy 


taken up by the sub.criber-, their cone 
tributions will be received by the Trea. 
surcr, Sec:etary, or Committee. [tis an 
encouragement to the opulent go sub- 
ecribe on this occasion, that any surplus 
on the sul scription lit above the actual 
expences will be faithfully applied to the 
ing of the new Place of Worship. 


uld 

Such 1s a faint description of the anni- 
ver.ary of the Unitarian Fund, ‘To those 
who were not present c make no 
apology for any occasional glow of lan- 
cuare in which we may have endeavour- 
ed to represent it, because to those who 
were present we fecl that an apology is 
rctually necessary for our failing to 
‘ive the reader in the preceding repre- 

ntation, a competent idea of the reality. 


ADENY. 
} tT ng polat of vicw. The simplicity 
uid «& omy of t! * domestic pian on 
which it was formed, were applauded, 
i every hand ome and merited testie 
ny was given tothe ta ents, «earning, 
and disiatcreeted zeal of the gentleman 
who proud aver at The collecteap 
dows giier service, amounted toe 


2]. ras. Od. and two gentlemen gave 
t jf HAMICS as al ual Ue cribess. 
20th April, 159). J. T. 
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NOTICES. 
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the fir.t meeting of the Associarion commence at nad 
er Untrarian Munisrvers in the the evening at seven o'clock. 
counties ef Lincolawi ¢, Cambridgeshire, Sou?) HERN UNITARIAN SocttTY.< 
&c. will be held on Thursday the 22d The Annual Meeting of this Society wil 
June, at Boston, when two sermons will be holden at Poole, in D. rsctshive, on Wed- 
be preached, ome in the morning. the nesday, July §te. The religious services 
other in the evening, by the Rev. W. willbe carried on inthe kev. Mr. Sew- 
Severn, of Hull, andthe Rev. R. Asp- ard’s Meeting-House. The Kev. Mr. 
land, of Hackney. Mr. Asplandisaiso Blake, of Crewkerne, is engaged to 


; ee. a ; 1. 
capected to prea h on the evenly ol preach ; in case ol ial irc, the Wwev, i Noe 
: 1» ! 
Wednesday the arst Mas MWecs, of London. 
The Nuatuern Unirartan Boox Western Unrrarian Book Se- 


Sectery will hold its next anoual meet- crety —The anniversary of this Society 
ing at Nottingham, on Wednesday the willbe held at Bridgewater, im the county 
2th of June.—The Rev. Israel Worsky, of Somerset, on Wednesday, Juy sta. 


~ / 


P : = , } 

of Lincoln, is to preach in the mornimg ; The Rev. Edmund Butcher, of Sid. 
: ° ’ } ,- “rT -! a) 

and the Rev. Charles Berry , of Leices- mouth, ls expe tea to preac i} the sermon. 
ter,in the evening—The devotional du- Dr. Carrenver, ha. Four Lettersin 


tics ana sci vic to be conducted by the the pres- in reply to Nir Veys cs citer 
Rev. Dr. Philipps, andthe Rev) Mr. to him entitled, * A Preservative agaist 
Whitelege—the morning service to Unitariauism.’ 

Swe ¥ : EE 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


A —— 








rious comumunications within the month compels us again to 


limits of the Monruty Reros:rory enabled us to give that 
early attention to out Correspondents which their favours deserve. We do as 
much as our Circumstances will permit for the gratification of our writers as well 
as readers. It is hoped the unavoidable d lay in the insertion of papers transmuti¢d 
to ws will mot discor rage our Corre pondents and cause them to withhold valuable 
communication ; though they cannot but perceive the necessity of studying bre 
wity im their papers, as far as is compatible with the design of them. 

We have received from the Rev. Dr. ‘Toulmin, whcse assistance we have had 
such frequent occason to a knowledye, A Historical Account of be Di rar. 
Courses in Cambridgeshire, drawn up by the late Rew. Roberés Nooinseny and the 
Rev. *. Thompson of Ciapham, 

The following communications are intended for publication :— Verses 
by Master Weller, at Mr. Simons’s Academy, Edmonton; Essay on Knowleage, 
by Myr. Allclin; Mr. Brookes’s Remarks on the “ Indian Talk,” related in the 
M. Repos: An Original Letter of Mr. Joh» Sing’s, otf Bridgnorth, commun 
cated by Alr. Severn. 

The followmg are under consideration: ——Strictures on Chariclo, by X.- Y 
Polyiheism, not known to Christi: nity, in Answer to Chariclo, by Silvanus; ihe 
Bevectic Reviewer Reviewed by a Farmer; Clemens on the Arrogance and Igne 
rance of Eclectic Reviewers, 


Say that we Wish ¢t 


‘ 


on Spri 


re 

‘ime 
e 
v 





7 The Dying Christian's Solik quy,’ is not a happy imitation. The Rev. F. 
Stonc’'s Letter. tho wh not uninter: tiug, is too long, pm desakory ,and too per 
somal for the public eye. ——The scurrilous Review alluded to by X. Y. is beneath 
the notice of gentlemen and scholars. ——E,. ‘I’.’s Kemarks on C hariclo are two 
contemptuou .— —We do not see, with 5., the impropriety of any of the expres 
sons in Mr. Bretland’s Address at the Lord's Supper; if jesus ( hrivt was not 4 
divinely commissioned prophet, he must have been either a dupe or a deceivet.—— 
B.C. has our thanks for the Advertisement from the Leed’s Mercury, draw® up by 
the Rev. T. P. Foley, Rector of Old Swinford, in behalf of Joanna Southcott. 
We mean to preserve it in our next number as a curiosity. The plagiarism 3 
Bie Conchasion is amu-ing. 
‘i In Our next we intend :o Review Mrs. Lee's Essay on Government and Me. 
amemaghy jousirations. Our Review of the Trart; of the Unitarian Fuad s uw 
o Gably pr ti oned for the present, 











